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| PREFACE 
13 HAT # that Righteouſneſs wherein a Sinner | 
may ſtand before God, pardoned and accepted 
| unto eternal Life * Is a Queſtion confeſſedly 
of the higheſt Importance and Concernment. That the 
Righteouſneſs of the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, fulfilled by Him- 
ſelf, here on Earth, in our Room and Stead, is that alone 
" Righteouſneſs, which anſwers all Charges of all Lam: 
whatſoever,on the behalf of the Believer in Jeſus; is the true 
Goſpel- Anſmer to this Enquiry. In this all the Lines of 
this Treatiſe center; the Deſign whereof is the Eſtabliſh» 
ment of thoſe who have received this glorious Truth of the 
Goſpel, and the Conviction of others. It i Matter of 
great Lamentation , that this ſhould be the Subject of 
Diſpute among$t Proteſtants, among Diſſenters. 
It Chrit be own'd in his Work and Office of a Saviour, 
in Oppoſition to the Socinian Blaſphemy, there are but theſe. 
two ways ſuppoſable, in which he can be ſo: Either, that 
making Repar ation for the Breach of the firſt Covenant, 
be 2 procured a Remedial Law of lower Terms, con- 
3 deſcending to our Weakneſs; that by Obedience thereto we 
might work out a juſtifying Righteouſneſs our ſelves, inti- 
tling to Life and Happineſs : Or elſe, that coming into 
our Place and Stead, be bath fulfilled, in our Room, a 
juſtifying Righteouſneſs Himſelf, which to all Intents and 
- Purpoſes,” is made ours, for Fuſtification before Gad, 
rom all Condemnation. Here are the two ways And 
how contrary theſe two are, That Chriſt hath procured 
by his Death an Abatement of the Law, that our o 
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I j)he Preface, 


bedience ſhould juſtify ; and on the other Hand, That 


— 


- Chriſt hath altogether fulfill'd the Law, and that his 


Kightecuſneſs is imputed for Juſtification; let thoſe 
Believers judge, who have, their Senſes exerciſed to 
diſcern both Good and Evil. The bottom of the Con- 
troverſy therefore is about the juſtifying Righteouſneſs 
of a Sinner: Whether it is Chriſt's, on bis own? At 
leaf® whether it is Chrift's alone, or ChrifPs and bis 


- own ?#\ The One as anſwering the Penalty of the Law of 


Harde ; the Other 43 anſwering another Lam, that is 
keppoſed.te hæue a Charge again#t Men, till they have ful- 
a its Condittons. All other Arguings in this Contro- 
Veni art but incident, and aim d to eſtabliſh ane of theſe. 

weys ef Righteouſneſs, And according as Men hold here, 
mein miule Frame and Syſtem of Doctrine must be diſpe- | 


fed, thun there may be a Harmom in the Parte. 


Due New Methadiſts, with whom I have to do in this 
You of this Vindication, 4 teach, 48 55 ready to be juſti- 
V fear their Mritings, at any time. (I,), That Chriſt, 
having ſatisfyd for the. Breach. of the old Law of 
Works, bath procur' lad given a new Law, a Re- 
medial Law, or Law of lower Terms than the old, 
ſuited n gur fallen State, and accepting of ſincere O- 
hedieneginſtead of that perfect Obedience, which the 
oldEaw\required. This is the Tam; , or Foun. 


- datien«Falftty of their whole, Doctrine. (2.) That the. 


JIA is under. the Law of Grace; and con- 
equently-that they who, periſh, do periſh, as Tranſ- 


greſſors of the new Law, and under the Penalty there-. 


of, thp"-they are alſo left to the Condemnation of 


2 the Old, in not complying with the Grace held forth; 
is the New. (3.) That Jeſus Chriſt did not fulfill the 


Precept of the Law for us himſelf ; but by his Death. 


= . au sufferings obtain d that our Obedience ſhould be 
= accepted far a Goſpel-Righteouſneſs, and that there - 


fore we are truly juſtifyd before God by Goſpel- 


— 


Works. (4) That Chriſt dy d to render en 217 


2 7 „ at. 4h. ac 
Fe” < * » * — y * * 4 1 ©, - Au? 
* * ** > ; 5 

5 - ' | 


” oo eo = —— _- LURES a 208 * - 


being ſav*d, by their fulfilling the Conditions of this 
new Law. ($5,) That Faith and Repentance arg.not 
the Purchaſe of Chriſt. for us, hut given out of the 
Grace of Election. (6.) That the Goſpel.is a Law, 
even that new Law, which they contend for; con- 
raining Precepts, and alſo Promiſes, and Threaten 


| ings, as the Sanction of thoſe. Precepts. And that is 


faith, Do and live, in ſome allayed and milder Senſe 
than the firſt Covenant. (.) That the Covenant of 


Grace.is conditional, and chat Juſtification and Sal- 
vation are to be ſought in this way, viz. of our fulſil- 


ling the Conditions. (8.) They don't heartily re- 
lin the Terms [Surety] as ſpoken of Chriſt, and 
Unmut ation] as ſpoken of his Righteouſneſs, nor ad- 


mit them in the full and proper denſe. They abaſe 
thoſe Texts that ſpeak of God's Righteouſneſs, as 


meaning only Man's Righteouſneſs of God's accept- 


ing god appointing. For it ſeems Man's Righteouſueſs. 


mut ſtand, whatever becomes of Chrit's. (.) They: 
abſcure and legalize the Doctrine of Faith and Works. 


Faith in Juſtification muſt be the ſame, as covenant- 
ing or conſenting to have Chriſt as Lord and Saviaur, 


or a8 Chriſtianity it felf: Vix. It is conſider'd à8 3 


Duty perform'd by us, as a Condition of our Juſtifi- 
cation, and as a Principle and Root of all Obedience. 


Again, That Works are the expreſs Condition of the 
kind of Cauſality as Faith, tho of ſomewhat leſs. Es 
cludes. from juſtifying, underſtands either Works of 


the Law of Afoſes as fuch, or Works of the Law ? | 
Innocency, vig. Perfect Works: But Goſpel- Works 


mult by no means be excluded ;- yer under their Goſpels; 


Works, they include all the Duties of the Laws, only e, 
mut be ſure fo be imperfect, elſe they will not juſtify . and. 3 4 


F 


1 


Jo they ſurely are, and therefore can f uſiihi. (11). They. 
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3 Continuance of our Juſtification, having the ſame; - 
F ficacy. (10.) That Pau! by Works, which he en. 
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| ſpeak of two Courts in which, or two Bars at which 
Men muſt be juſtify'd : The Bar of the Law, and the 
Bar of the Goſpel : Which will well nigh bring in the 
Popiſh double Fuſtification. (12.) That a Believer is 
not perfectly juſtify'd in this Life. A perfect and 
compleat Juſtification is not to be expected till the 
Day of Judgment e PAS 
What ſhall we ſay? Mut we be ſilent, and for Peace 
C | ſake quietly give up the glorious Truths of the Goſpel ? Or 
1 if ſome thro Cowardice, or Indifferency of Spirit, or Love 
H of Eaſe, are willing ſo to do; ſhall not others be conſt rain d 
[| I y the Love of Chrift to appear in his Canſe ? Shall we not 
1 warn hone t, unwary Souls, that theſe are the Doctrines 
hat are received and ſpread abroad by our young Genera- 
tuen, even ef Diſſenting Teachers? Or if they them- 
n ſelves, cunningly, and by Degrees, publiſh theſe to be their 
1 Sentiments; ſhall we not tell their Hearers, that there is 
latent Poiſon in them, which they diſcern not? And that 
a preat Body of the Reformation has made themſelves a 
* Captain to return, if not to Egypt, yet fo far that 
way as Mount Sinai, when we ſeem'd almaſt at the Bor- 
ders of Canaan? _ T1 e VAC 
It is with great Reluftancy, as being unwilling to offend | 
any Man, that I ſpeak theſe things; and bad not appear 1 
in this publick Way, bad u not been to give, and to 
leave 4 Teſtimony to the Truth againit growing Error. 
I know that many more able Pens have been engaged in this 
Controverſy : But according to the Ability given me of 
| Chri#t, I was willing to make this Effort, jor the ſake 
eſpecially of that Part of the Country, where Providence 
has placed me; not ſo much with reſpect} to what has been 
1 printed, but being chiefly moved by obſerving, That the 
1 „ e was very rife among t Preachers. As to thoſe 
w bom oppoſe, I could reaſon with them, I could beſeech 
them,” I could ( ſo far as 1 know my own Heart) ſpend 
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The Prefaces = 
my ſelf to the utmo f, fer their ſakes, and the ſake of 
Souls to whom they miniſter, if I might he (tho moſt un- 2 
weorthy) at all inſtrumental to convince them of that which Y 
I take to be Errov, and indeed another Goſpel, and none 
of the Goſpel of Chrift in its Purity. 8 b 
That there has been a nearer Approach to the Doctrine 2 
of the Church of Rome by thoſe of the Proteſtant Profeſ- | 
ſion in the Article of Juſtification, than what was ad- 
mitted by the firs Reformers from Popery, the Papiſts 
themſelves are very apprehenſive :- As appears by a Book 
entituled, An Expoſition of the Doctrine of the Ca- 
tholick Church. It i, taten notice of, both in the Ad- 
vertiſement or Preface, p. 9, 10: and alſo in the Expo- 
ſition it ſelf, §. 6, and 7. upon the Articles of Juſtifi- 
cation, and Merit of good Works. Where he ſaith, 
Thoſe who are never ſo little verſed in the Hiſtory 
of the pretended Reformation, are not ignorant hoo 
the firſt Authors propoſed this Article Tf Tuſtifica= 1 
tion] to all the World, as the Principal of all the | 
reſt, and as the moſt eſſential Cauſe of their Separa- 
tion. So that this is the moſt neceſſary to be well 
underſtood. And then after a cunning and plauſible 
Account of the Doctrine of the Roman Church, as to theſe 
Articles, he adds: And indeed we mult acknowledge, 
that the Learned of their Party do not contend fo 
much of late about this Subje&;, as they did formerly. 
And there are but few who do not nov confeſs, there 
ought not to have been a Breach upon this Point. 
But if this important Difficulty about Juſtificarion, 
upon which their firſt Authors laid all their ſtreſs, be 
not look d upon now as eſſential, by the wiſeſt Per- 
ſons among them, we leave them to think, what the 
2: ought to judge of their Separation, and what. Hopes 
there would be of a Union, if they would but over- 
| come their Prejudice, and quit the Spirit of Con- 
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Ie le be improjer bee ' for opening Fehl Hrn 
and ſhe wing them whether we are going) to aſe 4 FAA 


ſag of 'My. Baxter's, written by himſelf in the latter part 
of by Time, as I find it itn his Life, publiſhed by Mr. Sy\- 


eſter: N 55 as follows. - My Cenfures of the Papiſts 
do much differ from what they were at firſt ; 1 hen ; 
thought that their Errors in the Hodtrines of Fait 
ere their moſt dangerous Miſtakes, as In the Point: 
of Merit, Juſtification by Works, Aſſurance of. Sal Va- 
tion, the Mange of Fairh, & c. But now I am Auf A 
that their Miſexpreſſions, and miſunderſtanding us, 
with our Miſtakings of them, and inconvenient ex- 
ank our own Opinions, have made the Difference 
n theſe Points to appear much greater than they are 
and that in ſome of them it is next to none at all. 
But the great and irreconcilable Differences lye iu 
their Church - Tyranny and Uſurpations, and in their 
great Corruptions and Abaſement of God's Worlhip, 
together wich their befriending of Ignorance and 
c „ 


. : 


Fe ſane Author in hin Aphoriſitis ( Thef. 31. p. 


£30.) bath 4 Saying that 1 cant forbear taking a lit i 'z 


 Hotice of here. —It will be ( ſaith he) à ſenſeleſs Thift, 

in ſuch an Accuſation, to ſhew Chriſt's legal Right 
_ ouſnefs, inſtead of out own Evangelical Righteonl- 
- "Heſs; do tell Satan, that Chriſt hath fulfilled the 
Law for us, when he is accuſing us of not fulfilling 
Me Goſpel; filly Women are made believe by, Au 
Firomian Teachers, 8 this is a ſolid way, of com; 
forting: But Satan is 4 en dee, to cake 
"guid pro quo,” and to he baffled 57 uch Ar BINS. 
Anſw. The beſt is, That theſe Accuſations are 795 
E 


to be falſe, and as to every Believer are fo; that thert 
4 Iz 2 5 | 
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* would need no Juſtification in this Matter, | 
were ſome Devil to bring in a falſe Charge. But not. 
3 withſtanding Mr. Baxter's Triumph over his Antigo- 
mian Teachers; this one thing belie ued, that Chriſt is . 
my Righteouſneſs, and bath fulfiltd the Lam, and ſatis- 
2d the Fuſtice of God for me, will bear out, and hear 
| the Soul againſt all Charges of Conſcience, of Earth , 
and Hell. And if it is not a folid way of comforting, . 
that Satan is @ more ſubtil Tempter, than to pur- 
fue this. Point, but would let ſuch Souls alone in their 
falfe Comfort. But foraſmuch as he purſues it, it is he- 
cauſe he would not let the Soul reſt here, in ſo ſure and 
ſafe a Rock. For ſo ſure and impregnable is this ſtrong 
Hold and bleſſed Fort, that all the fitry Darts of the __ 
Devil cannot demaliſh it. He that can by Faith tell 8 


r TT tb 


unleſs there” 


1 


3 


CF 


17 


* 


teu, tas. Chriſt bas fulßlld the Law, frels in bimſelf 


„ 


that he is a Believer, and what Charge can then be 4. 


gainſt him? That Chriſt bas dy'd, is an Anſwer to a 
Charges, Rom. 8. 33, 34. For how can he be an Un- 


believer that builds bis Soul upon this, and fetches bis 
Comfort therefrom ? Away, Satan! with thy Sophiſtry.-. 
Here's then the Object of Faith, without g | 


oing to his 


Faith fit, and then to Chriſt the Object. 


The filly 


Xx Woman, whom Mr. Baxter deſpis d, pray take in mort 
2 of this bleſſed Goſpel, and the Comfort of it, than (per- 
Laps) he was able to do. Luther was exercis'd with as 


in that School, and had lea md by Experience what was 
bh right way of comforting tempted Souls, * He, ſpeał- 


needs be overthrown: 


Conſcience ſo firm and fo ſure as.this. Paſſive 


ment to the Epiſtle of Pan to th 


ing of the Righteouſneſs of Faith, ſaith thus, Whoſo 
doth not underſtand or apprehend this Righteouſ- 
ness in Afflictions and Terrors of Conſcience, muſt 
75 For there is no Comfort of 
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it The Preface. ; 
ouſneſs. And 4 little after, Wherefore the afflicted 
and troubled Conſcience has no Remedy againſt 
Deſperation. and eternal Death, unleſs it take hold 
of the Forgiveneſs of Sins by Grace, freely offer'd 
in Chriſt Jeſus; that is, the. paſſive Righteouſneſs 
of Faith, which if it can apprehend then ic may be at 
quiet, and boldly ſay, I ſeek not this active or working 

Righteouſneſs, alcho' I know that I ought to have 
it. — Briefly, I reſt only upon that Righteouſneſs, 
which is the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt and of the 
Holy Ghoſt. Ad — Where Chriſt is truly ſeen . 


indeed, there muſt needs be full and perfect Joy in 
the Lord, with Peace of Conſcience, which molt cer- 
tainly thus thinketh ; Altho' I am a Sinner by the 


Law, and under its Condemnation, yet | deſpair. 
nor, yet I die not, becauſe Chriſt liveth, who is 
both my Righteouſneſs and my everlaſting Life. 


Elſewhere, viz. on Gal. 1. 11, 12. I know ( ſaith he) 


in what Hours of Darkneſs I ſometimes wreſtle. I 


know how often I ſuddenly loſe the Beams of the 
Goſpel and Grace. _— We have good Experience 


of this Matter, &c. But when in the very Conflict, 
we ſhould uſe the Goſpel, which is the Word of 
Grace, Conſolation and Life, there doth the Law, 
the Word of Wrath and Death prevent the Goſpel. 
Luther's Heart was full of this Matter. And true ſpi- 
ritual Experience leads to this, however Carnal Reaſon, 
Conſcience or Satan may play the Sophiſter. What room 


it here for another Law, another Charge, another Righ- 


reouſneſs, another way of Comfort? This Doctrine was the 
Foundation that the Reformed Churches were laid upon, 
in Oppoſition to the Popiſh Way of Works; but nom it is 
only a way to comfort filly Women. For Satan will not 


tale Quid for Quo, nor ſuffer ſome Men to reſt, till he 
Vibe them from this Foundation; not becauſe tis an un- 
iafe, but becauſe tis a ſaſe one. Sure J am, there is 

abundance of Sweerneſs, Light and Comfort to doubting 
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and afflicted Conſciences, ' in that ho 


net plain Book of. 
Luther on the Gahatians : And it is no Soul-deceiving. 
way, but the very Comfort of the Goſpel, which is there. 
propos d, as that which was with Life, Warmth and Vi. 
gour upon his own Soul. But it is come to paſs which he 
Fforetold, that after his Time this Doctrine of Juſtifi- 
cation would be almoſt extinguiſhed in the Church. 
That Men naturally are prone to reſt in their own + 
Righteonſneſs, and that to bring them off this, to a ſingle 
Dependance on that of Jeſus Christ, is a great part of 
the Work of the Holy Ghoft in Converſion, is confirm d 
in the Experience of the Saints; and therein alſo the Do- 
trine contain d in this Book, This is a Matter of very 
great Conſideration" with me, and 1 regard not 10 
| being unacquainted with the Work of God them 
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ſelves, do male all ſuch things the Object of their Ridi- 
cule. Take therefore two or three Teſtimonials herennto. 

FP The*fitih is of à private Chriſtian, viz. Thomas 

- Mowſley, Apothecary, who dy'4 1669. His & Expe- 

eiences were left written with his own. Hand. Having 

related many of God's" Dealings with him in Convi- 

Eons,” &c. — When 1 was reading ( ſaith he) in 

Z Mr. Shepard's Sincere” Convert and' Sound Believer , 
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concerning the Soul's reſting, in Duties, and how 

—— [8 hard a thing it is to forſake all its owa Goodneſs, and 

1 wholly to throw it ſelf pon a naked Chrit — I was 

. much troubled, and my Thoughts were much per- 
& plexed. ' At that Time alſo the Lord was pleas'd to 

c let we. be my own Nakednels: fo much, Cand ee 
| which Ttook to be a Covering to it, made it ſeem to 

2 be much more naked than I could have imagig'd ic 
- thoughc the more 1 pray ante 
4 mare I finned; and the more! confeſs d, and repen- 
2 ted, and bewail'd my own wretched Heart, the more 
7 — \ — 52 — A 2 ——— 1 
- | published ar the End of his Funeral-Sermon, Eutituled, Death 
rr 4n..16724 60 008; 722 
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f had Cauſe to do px till, 9 in the Time of 
DW y. And now | Jook'd” upon my ſelf in a moſt 
nd deſtitute Condition, when 1 ſaw. my own 
Gade departing from me, The I 1 75 as the 

5 5 of my Salvation, and ſuch à numberleſs Na 

ber of Sins come afreſh into my Mind. — And th 

did fee the want of Chriſt more than ever not on | 
1 cover my Sins, but my Righteouſn ſneſs too 

n did deſire to ſay from my Heart, none "a 
Chrift, none but Chriſt, yea, Ten thouſand Worlds 
for Chriſt ; and with Luth ng that if I were able to 

\ Keep the whole Moral Law, I would not truſt to this 
for Juſtification. And now I do find 7 a more : hard | 
thing by far to get out of my ſelf, and from truſt Tang 

WW, lies, aod wholly by Faith to rely upon i] 

Merits, than ever 1 found it to leave "aa Found 
| I was paſlive all along, and was TT able to move a 
Step further than the Lord 0 pheld and led me. Aud 
4 little acer, p. 112. In 3 altho' 1 had been ſick 
of Sin, yet ner or before then of Self-Righteouſneſs 3 
| pang: WAP my ſelf ſick as much of the one, as of the 

other, I bop'd Chriſt would be my Ph lian, and 

| that! in him my Help  ſhoul ant be ns . 
0 Another, 4 part f whoſe Experience 1 Fog ma, | 
was 4 worthy Miniſter of the Goſpel, viz. * Ar. Owen 
Stockton, who. has thu write. 

_ '* March26. 1654. I find that tho' in my judgment | 
and Profeſſion I acknowledge Chriſt to be my Righ- 
deouſneſs and Peace, yet upon Examination I obſerve 

that my Heart hath done quite another thing, and 

That ſecretly I have gone ahdut to eſtabliſh my.own 

* Righteouſneſs, and have deriv'd my Comfort and 

wr Peace from my own Actings. For when I have been 

1 To pan by the Attings 5 my * 2 high 
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has recover'd me to my former Peace hath wot beet 
that 1 could find, Gcd's ſpeaking Peace thro? the 
Blood of Chriſt ; but rather frem the Intermillion 
of Temptation, and the Ccffation of thoſe Sins 
When 1 bave been trcubled at an evil Frame 4E 
Heart, 1 do not find, that the Rightecuſpeſs of 
' Chriſt hath been my Conſolation; but that which 
bas reliev'd me, as far as | can find, was, that after 
wards 1 bave found wy elf in a better Temper, - 
Having been in Trouble ed Perplexity, 1 have feed 
the Scripture, gone to Prayer, ard-in doing tteſe, I 
have been reliev'd : yer 1 do rot fire, that at ſuch 
Times, I had real, true, living Cen munion with 
God, in ſuch Duties; or that the Spirit ot Ged did 
in thoſe Duties reveal io me my Intereſt in Chriſh, 
nnd ſo quiet my Conſcience. Hence 1 come to fee 
what great need I have, and that it is of ſingular 
Uſe, to watch over my Soul in all its Ways, both in 
reference to Sin, that I fall not into it; and when 
fallen, what the Carriage 1 of my Soul - 
are at ſuch a Time; whether I flee for Relief ro God 
in Chriſt, or to my own Works — For as Satan 
keeps ſome alienated from Gcd, by the groſs Polite 
tions of the World; ſo others from Chriſt, by their 
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1 AX eſtabliſhing a Righteouſneſs of their own. DO Leid! 
break thou this Snare for med. 

t MH Theſe perhaps were Enthuſiaſts (with ſeme Men) of 

- ' 3} 1 know not what. The lat. therifore' I ſhall mentron ii 

2» Air. Jenks, a Minifter of the Church of England. The 

i 7 Title of mboſe Boot, is, Submiſſion to the RightevhF 

1 {8 neſs of God: Or, The Neceſſity of truſting to & 

| better Righteouſneſs than our own. In his Fre fat, 

1 pi. 7, be tells us, He believed, ard therefore hath be 

1 ſpoken the very Senſe of his Su. And towing ate 

8 quainted the World, p. 8, That then he fir ſit et f, 

F a Preacher, he did appear, after the tken l vet uf a t-. 
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== "The Preface, 
_— Scripture, Articles, and Homilies, all ſtanding in his 
way, — Yet, (ſaith he) thus I drove on for a 
while, in my new Province, till it pleas'd the gra- 
cious God, who knew what need I had to be hum- 
Fied, in the midſt of perfect Health, and all the 
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throw me down under great and fore Troubles of 


Wrath, where for a long while 1 lay refuſing to be 

__ © "comforted 3; — and in that School of ſharp Diſcipline 
did I learn of my Heavenly Teacher, the * Doctrine 

of Faith, which ever ſince I have made Conſcience 

to maintain, with all my ſtrength. And as 1 dare 

not upon any Temptation whatſoever, offer to op- 
poſe it my ſelf, fo it touches me in the moſt ſenſible 
part, to hear any Contempt ſignify'd againſt it by 
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for the Scriptures, and particularly St. Paul's Epi- 
ſtles, from which 1 can eaſily gather up a ſatisfying 
Notion of- juſtifying Faich, when theſe Men, me- 
thinks, lead us into a Wood, as if they had' a Mind 
18 only to darkea a plain Matter, and amuſe and loſe 
_ the Reader; and while they confound Faith with 
Works, and make no difference between believing 


Ciion between the Cauſe and the Effect? Thus he. 
may be, where Faith is conſider d as a Work, not as an 
A of Recumbency or Reliance on Chriſt, but of Con- 
ent to tate him as 4 Lord; and more generally taken, 
4s comprehending Love and all Mors of the Goſpel, as 
ſome way referable thereto, It this Doctrine to be in- 


pa, I think they ſpeak without Boot; having never un- 
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Favour of Men, and Proſperity of the World, to 


Mind, and doubtings of my State, and dread of his 


others, & c. And elſemhere, p. 13. Now I bleſs God 


and obey ing, what do they but take away all diſtin- 


Surely Faith and Works are as much confounded as 


bo \ wan mat Doctrine is, the hole Book declares, as direa- 


dur'd by them that love the Lord Feſus Chrift ? For my | 2h 
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8 The Pfarre 

| derſtood the Covenant of Works arig bt, neither the Cu- 
venant of Grace, nor ſeen the deſperate Wickedneſs of 
their own Hearts, in truſting to their Duties, nor are 
brought wholly off from the Idol, Self, to trust in Chriſt 
alone; mho ſet up this nem Lam, for Goſpel : Or elſe the 
ſecret Tranſactions between God and their own Souls, are 
otherwiſe than their profeſſed Opinions, For, under the 
ſpecious Name of ſincere Obedience, they bring in the 
whole Law, and all the Works of it, and give them a 
new Name, viz. Goſpel-Works, and then all is well. 
But if the Ten Commandments are not included in 
their new Law, let them deny it; and if they cannot, 
let them who are ſpiritual judge, whether theſe are not 
the Works that Paul doth, and all that he could, exclude, 
from any part in juſtifying a Sinner? Look to it then, 
for as many as are of the Works of the Law (tho? 

you may call them Goſpel!) are under the Curſe. _ 

The Queſtion is not, what Faith may include 44 4 

Principle of Sanctification, or what it leads unto? But 


7 3 


. 
* 


not to nel ir the Contention, whether Faith is an In- 
ſtrument, Condition, or Cauſa ſine qua non, in . 
ſtification. I ſee there is no end of thoſe Contentions. 
Thoſe who call it a Condition, do ſuſpend the Applica- 
tion of Chri#t"s Righteouſneſs upon our believing 5 where- 
as the Application therecf in the Hand of the Spirit is 
the Cauſe, and believing the Effect. Beſides, moSt of 
them join other Conditions therewith, Thoſe, who, call 
it an Inſtrument, conſider that it is Another's Righte= 
ouſneſs, whereby we are juſtiſyd. Therefore, becauſe. 
Faith is a Means of receiving Chriſt, and his Rigbte- 
ouſneſt, and to expreſs the meaning (as they thought) 
„ the Prepoſition [by] when it is ſaid, We are juſti- 
fy'd' [by] Faith, they call'd it an lnſtrument; which 
to be ſure it cannot be, if it ſelf, or any thing in uu, be 


greatly delight in any of theſe Terms. But ghat Wore” 
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how it 1 to be conſider'd in our Juſtification? I c,“ 


our . juſtifying Righteouſneſs. For my part, I» do not > 
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Mrument] aten dn Simplicity, and with ſore La- 
wide, lite be ft: For it will be hard to" defend it in 4 
Avict Senſe, 4s anſwering tho Definition and Office of an 
beſtrument according to the Logical Notion of it. If it 


Vi * 


114 an our part, Faith, is (as it were) an Juſtrument of 
_ receiving Crit, aud his Righteouſneſs , which Uſe 
n frequently, aſcribed! thereunto. This is it which is 
wcended thereby; and not, that we juſtify our ſelves 


by Faith, Gpbeir, /o far as. Faith us, or is own'd te 


be an biſfrument, Te- Gredereg h is by Faith it ſelf 


that; me are juſtity'd 5, not 4s. our juſtifying Rightrouſ- 


maſs, but. as; the Means of receiving ChrifÞs Rigbteouſ- 
75 wich, is & that which. juſtifies. For it is certain, 
A, that is the laſtrument ; che Object cannot be /+. 
Ih fun Faith it ſelf m iy be omn d, only 4 lowing that 


we: Spirit's, Avplication, is before aur Reception in Order 


Nu; for me. receive. wha is. given; and in the 


: FS; 0 ont from being a Cpncdicion of aur having Be- 
fi: by, Chrift*s Righteonſneſs, Again, (by Faith] is 
Men Metonymicily,, for Chriſt che Obje@ + Vet 56 
raprotes: believing, and ſo it ſignifies by Chriſt believed 
ſh. S, chat is is, equally. to; his: Honour, as if it had 


een, ſaia ſwnply, we are: juſrify*d& by Chris. Mr .Bax- || 1 
tee #79445: Apnor., Fheſ. 76. p. 198. faith thae Paul 
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10898hts, to, Chrick beliavedt in; for to be juſtiſy d 


biy Gar4f2, and} to be juſtify: by receiving Cbrift, is 7 


Wirth, him alk one. am therefore not ſolicitds what 
Eogical Ferm to, uſt in; this Matter, tho I do approve 
Alla die, uſed that off EloſkrumentÞ in the. Sage — 
„„ Eon 2,0, „ lh 
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be ſpoken of God, as it h, Rom. 3. 30. that he juſti- 
ſes, the Circumciſion by Faith, it by giving Faith. 


muff be Exith, is ſelf, either in the Habit or in the 


ene. of Chrifts Righteouſneſs. we believe, and recipro- 
5 apprehend Him who. has. apprehended us. Fois 
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9 | Thoſe then that would 


The Preface, CT Iu 
plain d. It is ſuſſicient that we "are juſtia £ 
- Chriſt, even by him alone, in the way of Belie 
Acts 13. 39. as to Perſonal Fuſtification ; or that 
bus Righteouſneſs is unto all, and upon all that 
Kbliote: Rem. $. 23: © £00090 hom THY 
Further, That by the Works of the Lam; the 
© Fpoſtle Paul doth not mean the Law of Moſes, as 
ſuch, is clear from hence, That the Epiſtles to the 
Romans and Galatians were written to Gentile 
* Churches, who were nothing concern d with the Sinai 
Lam a ſuch. Nom tho that Sinai Covenant was only 
made with the Children of Iſrael, yet all the World 
were under the ſame Law for Subſtance, and thoſe 
mo are Redeemed from among the Gentiles, are ſaid 
to be Redeemed from the Corſe of the Law, Gal: 3. 
13. C 4, 3. And in the Epiſtle to the Romans, the 
Apoſtle proved the Gentiles to be under Sing by" in- 
-numerable Inſtantes of Tranſgreſſion of the Law. For 
that Law that was not externally propoſed, -was mri 
ien in their Hearts, Rom. 2. 14, 15. compare c- 
3. 19. The whole World therefore were, and are 
under the Law. So that the Law is here confided, 
not at 'Moſes's Diſpenſation, in which" Senſe it s 
veſtrained to the Jews, but 4s of | Univerſal - Extent 
3 nd Obligation, Paul's Deſign was to exclude all thoſe 
x Works and Deeds of our own performing, which" Min 
et to be 424 by, and ſarely that is by the Ab- 
vr Law. A Lam that the Gentiles were concern d 
nin, by Tranſęreſſion whereof they were Sinners, and 


9 wude the Curſe whereof they mut © periſh, unleſs Re- 


from it. 5 5 e pn.” 
ks wvidence themſelves to be 
ie Children of Promiſe,” mut look upon the Covenant 
6 of Grace as a free Promiſe; aud the free Promiſe at 
7 #47 alone which can belp ran, Heb. 8.8, 9,r0,t1, 
X 72, 13. What can'a Law of Commandments 4 
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1 The Preface. 


"where there is no Strength to perform? Happy are the 
Souls who are acquainted with the Cavenants of Pro- 


miſe, Eph. 2. 12. Such was the Covenant of Noah, 
and the Covenant of Grace (whereof that was Typical) 
in the many Editions of it, Gen. 9 9— 17. | Ia. 
$4 9, 10. The Law was added becauſe of Tranſ- 
ęreſſions, and is. uſeful to convince thereof; but it is 
the Goſpel that holds forth a Saviour, The Diſtintti- 
on of a Grfpei-Law and Geoſfprl-Works is too ſlender 
te bear aut a Man on a Death-Bed, and at the 
Day of Judgment, however ſome may now. trifle with 
Many think, and will often ſay, That Sinners are 
willing to have Chriſt as a Saviour, but not as a 
King and Lam. giver. To ſpeał freely, I verily think, 
4 to, great Numbers in the Profeſſing World, the con- 
trary is rather true. They wonld have C hriſt as 4 
-Law-giver, and are not willing to have him 4 4 
Saviour. The Papiſts contend, that Curiſt is a Lam- 
giver, and you muſt be ſaved by keeping his Lam. 
- The Socinians and Arminians are all of them alſo 
. agreed in this. But (ſure 1 am not miſtaken?.) 
they are Enemies to all that Free- Grace whereby. he 
ſaves Sinners And fo is every Man by Nature. 
True indeed, they would be ſaved; but they would noa: 
have Chriſt to be their Saviour. They would be ſa- 
ved by a Law, und ſo by Obedience of their n 
Performing. And whatever Man he is, of wharſo- "i 
ever Profeſſion, that ſetteth up his own Righteonſneſl, 
and puts any Truft therein, (and doubtleſs ſuch there 
are, yea, the moſt of thoſe who miſcar;:y under 4 
De, ve fuch) He, 1 ſe, fie have Chris 
to be a Law: giver, (if it may be ſaid he would have 
Chriſt at all:) But Chrift, as 4 Saviour oy, his © 
Righteouſneſs, he would not, he will not have, lohn 3. 
40. Mr. Mowlley's Experience is a Confirmation || 
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of this, p. 100, 101, 102, 103. Hie thought verily 
he deſired the Deſtruction of Sin, and loved to bear 
of 4 holy Life mightily, but the Dottrene of Denying 
Self. Righteouſneſs was a hard Saywy , and be could” 
not, 4 great while, tell how to ſuppoſs- one ſhould be 
=. jay by Another's Righrecuſne b. It is at lea$r as 
= great a Point, and as difficult, to ſubmit to Chris 
Kighteouſneſs, 4 to ſubmit to hit Government, 
Rom. 10. 3. 7 the former be dme, Men are but 
* holy Hypocrites under all their Atainments, Flow 
® often do we hear Signs and Marks laid down that 
male no Diſcovery 1 . N e ee ee 
The way of receiving Chriſt in Truth, 4s 4 Fa. 
= wour, is for 4 Sinner, who bas neither Ri hreonſnef. 
vor Strength, nor any thing that's. good, mh ſees. all. 
= = loft, that there can be no repairing of Ruin'd Nas. 
ture, to ſeek bis whole Salvation from the Lord, Jeſus 
Chriſt, by Believing : Not only to ſeek S 
as a legal Profeſſor may think he doth, but % ſeek, 
it from Chrift, as the alone Author and Fountain, of 
i, in 4 way of Believing, © This in the Soul that 
dAeſires to habe Chriſt in bis Kingly Office. Again, 
he not only to follaw after. 4 jaſtiſying Righteouſneſs. kut to 
receive Chriſt for Righteonſne ſi, 4s the Matter of bw. 
7 Juſtification, Rom. 9. 30, 31, 32, 33- Otherwiſe, 
3 ſeeking Righteouſnefi by the Works, of the Lam, they. 
” = mbie at that Stumbling Stone, where ſo many Fre- 
. fefſors haue ſtumbled, Aden that ſeemed not far from 
che Kingdom of Heaven, and yet, ſo far as neuer 
%% ĩ ↄÜ —wAA OETREIN "wad 
1 nat then? Is not Chriſt a Law-giver ? Let 
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other hab, on Gal. 1. 16. The Gefpcl is ſuch. 
4 Dottrine 4 admitteth ns Law: Tea, it muſt 
be ſeparated. as far from the Law a there is Dig 

1 — — * —— — 


2 A : - x, Luther, 194 3 4 1 * © J . 8 | 6% , ”Y ; ds | k 
oY : | g «6 | 


" . 4 N 7 8 r * 9 1 * * * {a Oe TIF ** 1 "PO 5 * * * * - "—_—_— 
* n 0 Wer 8 a 3 * * 6 
d - . > G ” - 6 . 
. » 
d - f — 4 * 
k d , % . 


— * 
— — — „ 
- 
— —— 
6 * 
F L 


, A 
4 * 
172 T 


W The Preface.” 
aue between | Heaven and Earth. © This is taſy. 
to” ſay, but hard to practice in the Agony and Con» 


* 


* "flift of Conſcience." Again, on Ch: 2. 4, 5. No Lam, 
ler it he never ſo holy, ought to teach me that I am 


5 ft and N ſhall live thro it. The Goſpel teabbeth. 


nme not what I ought to do, bat what Feſus Chrrft | 


t che Son of God has done for me. Again, on Ch. 
. 16. Chriſt, according to his true Definition, is 


* #0 Law. giver, but 4 Forgiver of Sins and à Saui- 
+ opr. One would doubt whether Mr. Baxter had 
wore again} Luther, or Luther againit him, but that 
we know who lived fin. Theſe things are ſpolen 


by Lither iz the Article of Juſtification. Chris 


grves"no Law ts iſtifie us by our own Obedience, 


. meither in whole, nor in part. This is not the End 


of bis coming, to be 4 Law. giuer, but a Saviour, 
hn 1. 17. | Luke 19. 10. This is his main Mori 
4 Mediator, even to Full the Law, redeem from 
it, fave from its Curſe, and diſpoſe us under Grace, 


Kom. 6. 14. 


— . 


"Fer # Law:giver Chriftis; I. 33. 23. (i.) 4s 


1 the Worſhip and Diſcipline of hi- Houſe ; au 


therein to viſible Saints, to juſtified and faved' ones. 


In this Refpet, ler him be, O Believer, thy only Lane: 


ver, and follow not the Diflates of Men, nor the 


Complying Humour of this Age, wherein Occaſional. | 
Conformity # the grand Controverſy":of the D. 


Maintain a Catholick Love, but avoid a Catholick 


Compliance : And. then never fear the Brand of N 
4 Bigot to a Party, for being faithful to Cit i 


bog 
and thy own Soul. (2.) In that fe teaches the Law 


a5 A Rule of Converſation to Believers. Thus, 
He in not fir t a" Law-piver, and then 4 Fuſtifier i 
put FN a Tuſtifier then a Lam giver. I hat u, 
He teathts how his Jui Ones ure to wall before | 


Feds, ape they t go ſeek the Law at his 


0 MS oo. 
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Mal. 2, 7. I think alſo that Unregezerate Men ſhould 
do all the good they are capable of, and wait upon 


"A * God in a way of Duty, it may be a leſſening i of © 


| Condemnation. But let them take heed how they op- 
poſe the Goſpel, for this is to ſin with a high Hand. 
It will be ſaid, it may be, that I haue not taken & 
ſufficient Notice of that Conceſſion of the nem Metho- 


diſts, That Chriſt is our legal. Righteouſneſs 3. that 


all the Righteouſneſs which ſatisfies che Law, we 
muſt look for in Chriſt, and not in our ſelves. 
Anſw. It is not worth the Notice; becauſe * what 


they give with one 'Hand they take away with the 


other. They. own Chriſt's Righteouſnef/ only as 4 Sa- 
tisfaction for the Breach of the Law, and that theres... 
fore his Active Riphteouſneſs is not imputed, and ſo 
deſtroy the Imput ation of Chriſt's R:ghteouſneſs to ns, 
in the true and proper Notion of Imputation, How'. 
is Chriſt our Right eouſneſs then, eſpecialy when there 
is anotber Lam to be ful filld by us for Rightconſneſs? 
Again, it may be ſaid, They make Faith but the . 
Condition of our Partaling of Chr:ſt's Righteonſnefis.. 
and this they take to be leſs than an Inſtruments: 


Law, requiring Faith a A 
Ame, and which mut be fulfilled by Perſo- 
nal Performances, then Faith, with the Works that 
(cttend it, is our true Fuſtifying Righteouſneſs. Mhat- 

ver it is as to Chriſt's Satisfaction of the Old Law, 
eebere perhaps it is ouly a Condition, and tos much 
h that) het as to tbe New Law, which with them 
i the Rule of our Fuſtsfication , here it muSt be a 
Juſtifying Righteouſneſs. 

ish from my Heart there were no Occaſion for 
„ ſuch Debates as theſe. And why may we not in all 
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As Dr. Tully obſerves, Paul. Fuſtific, e. 11. p. 1). 


b 


Anſw. Wien we RY oe) are under 4 New... 
| Obedience, As a Rule IF. . 
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* The Preface. 
| Love and Friendſhip endeavour to ſhew one another: 
er © Miſtakes? O that all of Self might wail to 
Chriſt, and his Glory might be ſought alone! 
bad no Thoughts, in the Beginning of this Work, 
to meddle with any Man, any further than his Do- 
Qrine might incidently be concern d. But I found 
my ſelf under a Neceſſity to anſwer Objections raid 
. againit the Doctrine here maintain d; and finding 
many of them gatherd to my Hand in Mr. Clark's 
Book of Juſtification, and being very ſorry to find 
ſe noted, and indeed judiciou, an Expoſitor, ſo far 
deviating from the Truth, I could not chooſe but ſp:ak 
ſomewhat largely to many Points in vhat Book. The 
reſt CI think) fall of themſelves. I aimed not at 
a formal Anſwer to the whole. 
I bave endeaveur' d to wſe all the Plainneſs which 
the Subject treated of did admit. The Judicious 
Reader will ob/erve the Chain and Connexion of the 
ſeveral Parts which runs thro' the whole, by compa- 
ring the Contents of the ſeveral Chapters. But it is 
more than Time to diſmiſs the Reader hence to the 
Body of the Work. Judge for your ſelves in the 
matter of your own. Salvation. And the Bleſſing. of 
the Spirit accompany theſe Labours to the Hearts, of: 


13 the Readers. Amen and Amen. 
1 —_ AT 7 3» ö 0 
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CHAPTERS 


Hap. I. Shews, That the Law © 4 Rule of 


Duty and Obed ence; That as ſuch it is mont 


perfect and unc hange able in every State of Many 
whether ſinleſt, faln, or recover d by Grace. p. 1. 


Chap. II. That the Rule of Obedience fer Duty, 
and the Rule of Righteonſneſs for Fuſtification, are 
the ſame. p- 25. 


Chap. III. That faln Man, both as in the Fall, 


and when recover'd, is utterly unable to anſwer the 


Demands of the Law, or fulfil ſuch a Righteouſneſs 
4 ut requires unto Juſtification. | p. 35 


Chap. IV. That Feſus Chrift , as Surety for the 


Ele&, bath in their ſtead. fulfilled the Law as a Rule 
of Righteouſneſs for Juſtification, and born the Pe- 
nalty or Curſe due for the Tranſgreſſion of it. p. 4 


Chap. V. Thar the Righteouſneſs fulfilled by Feſus 
Chriſt, in his own Perſon, in Obedience and Suffer= 


, is that T-ftifying R-ghteouſneſs which is equally 


imputed to all Beitevers. 


p. 68 
Chap. VI. That Faith is not the Matter of our 


Tuſtification, nor meritorious Cauſe of it; but is wled 


therein only as an Inſtrument, not # a Work: P. 85 


THE CONCLUSION. r. 100 
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Shewing That the Law i7 a Rule of 
Obedienre; that as ſuch it ic 4. 8 

und Unchangea ble in Joy Nag} 9525 

whether Sinleſe, Faln, or N Grace: 


H E Hogour of the Royal Law, — is 
a very conſiderable Part oſ the Werd of 
God, is not only aſſerted and declared there- 

nz As, that it is Pure, Perfect; - exceeding Broad, 


— 


— 


| J ee, Hely;' Tuſt and Good, prov. 36.3 


al. 19. J and 119. 96, 127, 160. Rom. 7. 


put alſo is kept up and magnifſ'd b the 
4 ſe Grace of Gel. i es 


2 
5 


Gael i 


 h Ha. 42. 21. Rot. 3. A. 'Where- a 
Pre it becomes the A. 


nifter's of the Word, to make 
his a conliderable Part of their Work! This is 


B very 


— 


7) 


very much the Aim of this Treatiſe : Wherein (de- 
Pending on Divine Aſſiſtance) I begin with the 
firFRevelation which God made of Himſelf, and of | 
his Will to Man, in the Beginning of Time; and 
from thence I would deſcend to Later Revelations, | 4 
Ci oa pel- Tie? [ 
17. F e God havif 1 beafOla- 1 
ble Creatures, gave to them a Law, the Rule of that F | 4 
Obedience and Duty which is the Natural Reſult of | 
the Relation between God the Creator, and ſuch } 
Creatyress This k. aw required. perfect ſinleſs Obedi- | 4 F 
No less could { call for, ug le was ſuited B 
to thi kate Flanocency and PerfeAion, wherein P 
Man was created (for of Man we ſpeak, and not of 
Angels.) This Law given at firſt was written on the | 
Heart, and needed wor fs to be i =] 
That poſitive Not to eat vf the; Tree of the 
Romliags. "of Ce Evil, was but for the md 
of Obedience; and the Tree it ſelf, a.Sacrament or | 
Symbol of Death i in Caſe of Diſobedience ; as the | 
Tree of Life was 4Symbol, orSgcrarpent of Life inCaſe 8 
of Obedience. Theſe Sy mbols clearly ſhew, that the 
Lam cas eſtabliſhed 1 into a CGouenant. Aud Covenant x 
i Lcrpland;praneclh: For Adam had no Right to 1 
deny his Conl ent to the Terms, 10 bac ropoſed; 
and Þeing,yet Sinl * ly,he 722 thereto; 3} 
_ age by both to the TN P, and to the A 
a+ Holy, Ats end, Ce 2 if / 4" BB 
1 and Covenant our 338 +0 1 | 
kd, 0 heren pon iche Ptomiſſm Part thereof en- Y \ 
kiel == rig bus; the Threatning tock Place, aud 
came. 8 ree by That Trapſgreſſjons The Command. A 
ing Part, chgreof ſt} epremaued; the Duties therein 
equired being .fagdedr.in, the neceſſary Relation 4 
6 80 30 n Creatures; and hat 

OY Khefore., the, Fall, remained ftilB Duty en 

bs ball, tho? Wan, hag e Danzr . of R 
FH race 
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le- - Grace now interpos'd ; viz. by viſible Diſpenſati- 


he on: And now was the Time to prevent poor Man 
of from Deſpair and Deſtruction. A new Covenant, 
Nd eren a Covenant of Grace was promulgated, Gen. 3. 
NS, IM rs. wherein God took Care to ſecure the Honour 

1 of his Law, and his own Glory in that former Co- 
na- WMvenant. This I ſhall not now ſpeak unto ; but here- 
hat on there was again Commerce and Communion ſettled 
t Ol petween God and Men; and poſitive Inſtitutions, as 


* * 
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Grace, held forth in the firſt Promiſe 
Xt of Bf This Promiſe it, pleaſed God to renew unto Ahr 


1 the Wan, with Eolargements, and further Explication, 


oled. letting; him know that of his. Seed the Promiſed Sa- 
of the viour ſhould come, and ratifying the ſame by an 
Trial Everlaſting Covenant eſtabliſhed with him: So. that 
nt or now the Promiſe did more expreſly and explicitly put 
s the on the Nature of a Covenant. . FAT Þ3 
Caſe + Afterwards God made a Covenant with the 1/rael- 
at the ¶ es the Seed of Jacob, upon Mount Sinai. The Nature 
enant Mrhereof as a Covenant with that People, I ſhall not 
ght to peak ſo much unto; but as a Law eternally and uſi- 
oſed; Merſally Obliging: For the Lam was given by AMaſes. 


ercto; Nor do the Laws that concerned the Polity and Go- 


to the ernment of that People as a Common-wealth, called 


ee Judicial Law, come under preſent Conſideration; 
er. Either the Poſitive Inſtitutions, Rites and Ceremoniesof 
ot en. 8 orſhip, called the Ceremonial Law; All which were 


=) and mprehended under the General Name of the Law 
mand. ven at Sinai: But I intend the Ten Words, or Ten 


therein Pommandments, which God himſelf pronounced and 
elation Mttered with an Audible Voice, in the Hearing of the 
d what eople, Exod. 20. which are called the Moral Law. In 
ty «fr be Matter of theſe Ten Words, there was a Repeti- 
wy" on or Rehearſal of the Law of Works made with 
Grace 


— 


SS OO Alam 
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; (4) 
Adam, in all its Demands of Duty: In the Manner 
of their being utter d and given, there was a Repre- 
ſentation of the Terrour of that firſt Covenant to Faln 
Man: And all this for Goſpel Ends. In theſe is con- 
tained the Sum ot all chat Duty and Oebdience which 
God requirve of his Creature, Man. And again, theſe 
Ten are comprehended in Two Words, Love to God and 
Love to aur Neighbour ;, Mat. 22. 37, —40. The Moral 
Law therefore given by Moſes, was, and is a Tranſcript 
of the Law of Innocency made with Adam, requiring. 
perfet} ſinleſs Obedience. This I would a little cons 
firm; © becauſe to me, ſome Men's Talking, that God 
never dealt with Man ſince the Fall upon thoſe 
Terms, Be innocent, and be happy, ſeem to have no 
favourable Aﬀpe& upon this Truth. „ 
Take therefore which Commandment you pleaſe; 
and the ſame was a Law co our firſt Parents, and 
before the Fall written in their Hearts. Doth the 
the Law of the Ten Commaudments require us 
to know and acknowledge God to be the only true 
God, and our God, and ſo to worſhip and ſervehim? | 
This was alſo a Law to Adam, and is ſo to the an- 
gels in Heaven. Did the Law of Moſes require the 
Worſhipping of God, only in his own Ways, accor- 
ding to his own Appointment?-Sodid the Law of Cre- 
ation. Briefly, the Liw written in Adam's Heart, was a 
aperfectLaw of Love to god, and Love to his Neigh- 
bour: Under which Two Heads, Chriſt ſums up the 
Moral Law or Ten Commandments. Hence it fol- 
lows, that the one of theſe Laws is the Tranſcript of . 
the other, and the Requirements the ſame. - This 
was the undoubred Meaning of the Aſſembly in their 
- ſhorter Catechiſm; Qu. 40, 41. The Rule ({ay they) 
F which God AT FIRST revealed to Man for his Obe- 
lien e wes the Moral Law. And then they add, in 
4 Anſwer to the next Queſtion, The Moral Law 15s 
fammarily comprehenc ed in the Ten Commandments — 
"SSM e chat 
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that the Ten Commandments are for Subſtance the 
ſame with that Law at firſt revealed to Man, that is, 4 
written in the Heart of Adam. And this farther ap- 
pears from hence, that there was an Antecedent Ob- 
ligation upon the People of 1/rael to keep this Law © 
of the Ten Commandmeats, before its Promulgati- 
on on Mount Sinai; and alſo, that there is fo upon 
us Gentiles under the Goſpel: Which mult needs be, 
becauſe it is a Draught or Copy of the very Law of 
Creation. Tho' there was a particular Obligation 
upon the People of 1/-ae! to the Obſervation of it, 
; #$_ ariſing from the Manner of ics Promulgation to them, 
which We are not concern'd with. And it was the 
Rule of the Covenant between God and them, 
;# God propoling it to then for their Accep- 
tance, and they taking it upon them to keep, Exod. 
24. 3. Dent. F. 27. whence it became in ſome Senſe 
à formal explicit Covenant between God and them; 
this we are no Way concern'd in. And laſtly, 3 
Chriſt in Fulfilliug the Law of Moſes, which he was 
under as an Iſraelite, fulfilled the very Law of Crea- 
tion. It remains therefore that that Law given by 
AMoſes, called the Moral Law, becauſe it is perpetually ” 
binding to all Men, was no Remedral Law, nor Law 
of lower Terms, but did require Perfect, Sinleſs O- 
bedience. And if that Law were not, then chere ne- 
ver was any ſuch Remedial Law ; becauſe then Men 
were fallen, and the Way of Salvation was always 
1 the ſame. l N 
7 Howbeit, I willingly grant, There are ſome real 
Diſagreements between the Law of Innocency given to 
'S; | Adam, and that given by Moſes, alcho” materially. 
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„ they agree, as has been ſhewn, unleſs any Thing in 
in the Fourth Commandinear, relating to che Sabbath 
is may be an Exception, about which I diſpute not. 

So They differ d then t 

at 5 | 


J. "OC 


(6) 

I. In the Intention of the Law-giver, and his End in 

giving them. For that Law given to Adam was in- 
tended by God as a formal Covenant of Works with 

| him and his Poſterity. That given to the People of 

:Y Iſrael was not ſo intended, made or conſtituted by 

4 God; for. then it had been contrary to the Promiſe 
and Covenant of Grace made with Abraham, (Gal. 3. 

1 17, 21.) and they could have had no Salvation un- 
| der it. And whereas I have already aſſerted that the 

I Law at Sinai had the Nature of a Covenant between 

1 God and that People; we muſt know, (I.) That it 

I had ſo as to Temporal good Things in the Land of Ca- 

I naan. (2.) That it had an Eye to Jeſus Chriſt, and 

is his Coming under the Law, and ſo was truly a Co- 

zi venant of Works to Him. For tho? there was no ſuch 

| Thing expreſſed in the Covenant of Works, Thou or 

118 thy Surety ſhall die; yet this was the great Deſign of 

mW CGqd in the Sinai Law, even Chriſt's Coming under 

it! the ſame, Gal. 3. 19. and therefore Moſes was a Ty- 
pical Mediatour in the giving thereof. (3.) That 
the Levitical Ordinances of Prieſts, Tabernacle, Al- 
tar, Sacrifices, & c. were an Eſſential Branch of this 
Sinai Covenant: And herein there was Relief for 
their Miſcarriages and Sins. See Heb. Chap. 8, and 9. 
Ia the Epiſtles to the Romans and Galatians che Apo- 
ſtle hath a Reſpect to that Part of this Law or Co- 
venant, wherein there was a Repreſentation of the 

Covenant of Works: And in the Epiſtle to the He- 

brews he treats of that Branch thereof which was a 

* Repreſentation (in Types) of the Covenant of Grace: 


And his- Diſcourſe in thoſe Epiſtles is very different 
to him tbar hath an Ear to hear. £ 
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Il. the the Time and A of 4 5 given; th 1 
As to Time. The Law was given to Adam in his 


MP Very Creation: Aud ſo it was the frft: Diſpenicioa | 
hs - . Thete= 


5 of Scone, the Figures of the Hi rd 


C7 oy 
wherein God dealt with Man for Eternal mY And. 


thus the Law is more ancient than the oſpet, 48 
to what was done in Time. The Sinai Law Was 
given about Two Thouſand Five Hondred Vears 
after the Fall, and that upon a Suppoſal of Goſpel 
Grace and Mercy fore-going: And thus the Goſpel 
is more Ancient than any Law given to Falſer Man: 


Becauſe it 1s not a Law of Commandments, bit A free 


Promiſe that muſt help and relieve in a Faln State. 


Therefore God came forth towards Man when Faln, 
Gen. 3. 15. not in any Law, but by a Promiſe, as 


ſuitable to his preſent State. If God gives a Law 
(as he did the Ten Commandments) to Fallen Crea- 
tures, who have not Power to fulfill; it ſuppoſes 


that he has a Deſign of Grace and Mercy in Hand, or 


he would never thus treat with. them : And: theke 
fore there is no Law ſince their Fall, given to the 
Faln Angels. If God call for Worſhip, it ſuppoſeth 


a Way wherein he is appeaſed, and can accept that 


Worſhip. If he call for any Sort of Obedience, it 


is the ſame. It doth not neceſſarily ſuppoſe char Law 


to be a Remedial Law (which perhaps has partly led 


to that Miſtake) but it doth ſuppoſe a Remedy pro- 


vided. * If Faith and Repentance are commanded; 

that Command ſuppoſeth a Promiſe of the ſame firſt 
in Being, or elſe they would be in vain commanded, 

Faith and Repentance do firſt belong to the Goſpei 
in the Nature of Promiſes, contained in the firſt Pro- 
miſe. Thus the Goſpel is Oldeſt. (2.) As to the 
Manner of their being given. The Law of Innocen- 
cy. was an Internal Law written in the Heath 5.1 the 
Law of Moſes. External, given by the Ws of, 
God, with Majeſty and Terror, Written in Tables, 
ard Heart of Man, 
CW ors: th Kr. Jo 8 4 . * \ Wherein | 
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| 3 e une, "Few dies & vol . j ide. 
5 P: 3. | 


WIE 
wherein the Law is promiſed in the NewCovenant ta 


* 


7 much. And Commandments in a Negative 
Form (as Dr. Goodwin obſerves) ſuppoſe the Nature, 
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Fot a. Sinner cannot love God, but thro a Media- 


* be, ate 


L 4 firf# nor ſecond Adam. And for Chriſt to fulfill the 
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IV. The Law given to Adam, and that given by 
Moſes differ in Regard of a Mediator. In Adam's Co- 
venant there was no Mediator. And, alas! what 
are Creatures without one, when they have to do 
with the glorious God ? In giving the Law at Sinai, 
Hoſes was a Mediator, as a Prieſt extraordinary; for 
Mediation belong'd to the Prieſthood. Herein, bg 
was a Type of Chri#t, the Mediator of a better Teſtg- 
ment. Moſes ſtood between God and the People, re- 
ceived the Law from God's Hand, and gave it to 
Iſracl. Hereby they were inſtructed to receive the 
Law at ( hriſt's Hand, only as a Kule of Life touching 
their own Obedience, and to look to Chriſt, the Me- 
diator, for the perfect fulfilling of it as « Covenant. 
To his Satisfaction they were alſo directed by the 


Sacrifices ordaind by God at Sinai. Theſe things 1. 


have beeu the larger upon, becauſe the right under - 
ſtanding of them is very uſe 
Juſtification. | 


I proceed to ſhew, That the Law in its bigheft Per. 


fection is a Rule of Obedience unto fallen Man; that 


there is no Abrogation of it, nor Derogation from it; 
but 4s a Rule of Duty, it requires perfect and ſinleſs 


4 
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I. The Moral Law, in its higheſt Perfection, i- 
¶ſaited to the unt hang eable Nature and Will of God. He 
deſign'd it as a Repreſentation of his & glorious Holi- 
neſs. Now this ir cannot repreſent, if it require 
not Perfection, Mat 5. 48. But when it requires 
perfect Holineſs, it is a fit Expreſſion of God's Holi- 
neſs; and when it is invariable and immutable, it 
doth fitly repreſent to Men the Immutability of the 


ful in the Doctrine of 


Nature and Will of God, whoſe Law it i: It mer 
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not be imagin'd that he, who is of one Mind ſhould 
| recede from, recall, diſanul or diſpenſe with his 

Law, to admit a leſs perfect. The Laws of the. Hedes 

1 and Perſians were unalterable, becauſe they were loth 

to on that Imperfection and want of Foreſight, which 

all Men muſt acknowledge in themſelves; well know- 

ing that all Laws bear the Impreſs and Image of rhe 

Law-makers upon them. God's Law therefore muſt 

be perfect and invariable, ſeeing with him there is 

no Imperfection nor Variation, Fam. 1. 17. 
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II. Ii ſuited to our Relation unto God, and Depen- 
dance on him in every State. It is a very righteous. 
Law, ſuited to the Relation between God and us; a 

perfect Rule of that Obedience which we owe to God. 
Nothing leſs can be due to him than perfect Love, per- 

elk Obedience. To ſuppoſe a Law given by him re- 
quiring or admitting imperfect Faith, Love and O- 
bedience, is an unrighteous Imagination. And here- 
in the Wiſdom of God appears in giving a Law at 
firſ# which needed no Alteration, whatever Condi- 
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tion Man might come into, 
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III. Our Lord Feſus Chriſt himſelß, expounding the 
Moral Lam or Ten Commandments, clearly ſheweth that 
the Lam requires nothing leſs than Perfection, and can 
admit of nothing ſhort thereof. Of this I muſt ſpeak a 
little. Expounding the Sixth Commandment, Mat. 

( 5. 21—26, he correcteth the falſe Opinions received 
rom the corrupt Gloſſes of the Doctors of that Day, 
as Expoſitors agree. They thought if they took a- 
way the Life of no Man, that Commandment, [Thou 
ſhalt not kill] was kept. But (faith he, v. 22.) I /ay 
unto you, that whoſoever is angry, without a Cauſe, ſpall 
be in danger, &c. Not that he gave a New Law, for 
that was not his Work, Job. 1- 17- but expounded 


the 0{d, according to the true meaning thereof, — 


— 
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its perfection and Spirituality. If a Man be angry 
without a Cauſe, without a juſt Cauſe, if it be not Sin 
that he is angry with; if there be Malice, Revenge, 


yea, or raſh Anger in his Heart, which are the firſt 


Motions towards Murder, he ſhall be in Danger of the 
Judgment, that is, of the righteous Judgment of God, 
in the Account of the Law- Now by Virtue of what 
Command is that? Even of this, Thou ſhalt not kill. 
For it would be impious to imagine that the Law of 


Sinai did admit of Murder, yea, or Malice, or raſh 


Anger, in the Heart. 


Again, Mat. 5 27- he expoundeth the Seventh Com- 


mandment. The Doctors and Teachers of that Day 
took hold of the Letter, Thou ſhalt not commit Adul- 


tery, and interpreted it only of the outward Act. 
But Chriſt telleth us, an Inclination that way, a Pur- 
oſe of ſinning, yea, the luſtful Thoughts and De- 
Les of the Heart, or, a Glance of the Eye, are a 
Breach of the Law, even of this Law. This is the 
Sincerity, which the Law calls for, and nothing ſhort 


* 


thereof is ſo accounted thereby. | 
V. 33. He explains the Third Commandment z 
concerning the taking of the Name of God in vain, or 
fooliſh and raſh Swearing. He hath reſpe& to Lev. 
19. 12, which they (it ſeems) interpreted of for- 
ſwearing themſelves. But (faith he) I ſay unto you, 
Smear not at all, that is, by Creatures, neither by Hea- 


ven, nor by the Earth, &c. that is a profaning God's 


Name, contrary to the Third Commandment : Nor 


by God himſelf, of Choice or unneceſſarily. Swearing 
is ſinful, whenever it is unneceſſary, much more when 


it is raſh and vain. £ Woes 

© The following * Verſes to the end of this Chapter 
ſet before us theſe weighty Points, (r.) What Beha- 
viour the Law requireth under Sufferings and Injuries, 
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* 38 -- 48, I defre the Reader to conſuls the Verſes. quattdy as 
he goes along. | Wo „ 
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F. 38 41. (2.) What Carriage towards thoſe that 
are in need of our Aſſiſtance and Charity, v. 42% (30 
What Frame of Spirit and Demeanour towards our 
Enemies, v. 43. All theſe things belong to the Se- 
, Cond Table, and are to be referred to that Love we 
= owe to our Neighbour. bn 
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The 38, 39, and 40 v.: forbid all Malice, and all re- 
venging of a Mans ſelf, the doing any thing in a way 
of Revenge, either privately, or publickly (as in Courts 
of Judicature) whatſoever a Man ſuffers, Rom. 1 2. 
17. Hereis alſo requir'd Patience and Meekneſs even 
WW: toPerfetion. Take Adam for laſtance, ſach as he 
was before the Fall, in theſe Reſpects; take Chriſt 4 
for an Example, 1 Per. 2. 21, 22, 23. Such we ougt 
do be, ſuch the Law requireth us to be- This is the ; 
b ſhore and (I think) clear meaning of theſe Verſes, 
= which do in part belong to the Ninth Commang- 
ment. 1 as . OE, 005 


0 | 1. How we are to behave our ſeluss. under Injuries- 
: 
N 
| 


yer Verſe 42. holdeth forth the Law of Kindneſs and, 
Charity, as the foregoing did the Law of Meekneſs 
and Patience. And why is it laid down in ſuch full, 

and expreſſive Terms, ?; To teach us, that whatſoe - 
ver one that's perfect, full of Kindneſs, Love and 
good Works, even as Chriſt himſelf, would do, That . 
the Law of God requires, and Chriſtians ought to 
do, and nothing leſs. See Deut. 15. 7, 8, 9, 10. 


238. The 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, Verſes teach what: 
Hane of Spirit and Behaviour the Law of God requires 
| towards our Enemies. When the Law required Love 
to their door: they by Neighbour, underſtood, 
in that loved them, and wiſhed them well; and fo 
I Vid. Calyiaj lt. J. 8. ©: 8. 8. 657 7. 
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Enemies, By what Law, | beſeech you? Even by the 
Law of Moſes, which they had corrupted. This 
Exhortation is inforced, (I.) From the Conſidera- 
tion of God's Bounty and Kindneſs, and that his 
Children ought to be like their Father, v. 45. 


(2. ) From the Conſideration of what others do, 
whom they ought to excel, v. 46, 47. 


© Briefly, the Sum of all is, Be ye therefore perfect, 


even as your Father which is in Heaven is perfect, v. 48. 
Tbheſe Words juſtify the Interpretation which I have 


given hitherto; viz. that the Law requires Perfe- 
ction in every thing, in every Grace and Duty; Per- 


fection of Patience, Chaſtity, Reverence of God and his 


Name, Meekneſs, Charity, Love, &c. For Chriſt is 
expounding the Law. Now the Law of God (ſaith 
he) requires Conformity to God: A likeneſs not of 


Equality, but that we bear his Image to the utmoſt 


which Creatures are capable of. Thus you ſee what 


the Lam, even the Ten Commandments, which were 
given to fallen Man, and are ſtill of Force, do require. 


* 
o 


Even perfect, ſinleſs Obedience. You'll ſay, who. then 


% 


can be ſaved? I anſwer, No Man, by his own Perfor- 


mances: But Salvation is to be ſought by another s 


Righteouſneſs, even that of Chriſt, who has perfect- 


ly kept this Law for us; as ſhall (God willing) be 
afterwards ſhewn. OB ay 43” eee 
IV. The Requirements of the Lam are to be meaſured 


- by Chriſt Obedience. Such as He was, ſuch the Law 


requires us to be. But jeſus Chriſt was perfect · Look 


upon him, and you may ſee what God calls for, from 


poor Man. Chriſt was a living Law. The Holineſs 


of the Law was ecemplify'd ia him · He was a perfect 
Pattern of that perfect Rule; but not more perfect 


than the Law requir d- 
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inferred, they might hate their Enemies. But Chriſt 
ſnews their Miſtake, and tells them, they muſt love their 
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V. Were the Law aboliſhed, or were any Thing 
abated from it, and a' milder Law admitted into its 
Place, there would be no Sin in them who were under ſuch 4 
Law or at leaſt it would be difficult, and perhaps impoſſible 
to know what were Sin and what were not. For Sin is 4 
Tranſgreſſion of the Law. The Law of Grace ſpoken of 
by ſome, requires not Perfect, but ſincere Obedience. 
And wherever that is (whatever Imperfections there 
may be) there is a Fulfilling of that Law, or elſe 
there would be no Juſtification or Salvation by it; 
Caan there be any Tranſgreſſion here, when it is eſ- 
ſential to this Law to admit of Imperfection and Sin, 
under the Notion of accepting Sincerity ? If ſincere 

| Obedience in the loweſt Degree of it, be not a Ful- 

| filling of this Law, how is it then a Remedial Law? 
d if there be Degrees, it is no juſt Standard 
of Sin and Duty. It will be ſaid, Believers are Sin- 
| 

| 

| 


mut in à ſtritt Lam Senſe, according to the- Law of 
Creation. Les verily, and Conſcience will make eves 
rey Man own (will he, nill he) har Law to be the Rule 
and Standard, whereby to judge of Sin and Righte- 
doduſnueſs. And if fo; there can be no other, there 
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z no Room left for a new Law. They cannot ſtand 
\ | Together. If there is a New, rhe firſt waxes old; and 
Dani ſber away, Heb. 8. 13. Thus the Aſſertors of 

2 New Law effectually overthrow themſelves, whilſt 


mw they are forc'd to have Recourſe to the Old, to judge 
mr of Sinand Righteouſneſs. 
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VI. Conſider we the Perſons who art the Objects of 
be Law's Requirements, in their different States, ei- 
tber as ih the Fall, of as Recover d. And here I main- 
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1. That the World by Nature are nnler the Law; 
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| and That thoſe who Periſu, do periſh «ndcr the Lam of 
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Creation, that Law or Covenant at firſt made with 
Adam, This all Men by Nature are under, (1. A. 
to Obedience. They are held obliged to keep the 
whole Law, tho' they are not able ſo to do: The Law 
conſidering not what they are, but what they ought to 
have been, to wit, perfe& Creatures, Rom. 2. 12, 14, 
15. As many as have ſinned without Law, without any 
external or viſible Promulgation of the Law, which 
Iſrael had on Sinai, ſhall periſh without Law. There 
muſt be ſome Law then which they are concern'd in, 
for Sin is not imputed when there is no Law, Rom. 5. 13. 


and fo there were no Periſhing. Clearly then it is 


the Law of Creation, the Work whereof is written in their 
Hearts, Ver. 15. tho* there had been no viſible gi- 


ving of it tO them. (2.) As to Puniſhment. hey.are 


Obnoxious to Death, Rom. 5. 13, 14. Sin and Death 
were in the World, before Moſes gave the Law. 
And that muſt be by Virtue of ſome Law: Of 
what Law? It could be no other than the Lan 


vf Creation. It was by the Breach thereof, thatsin 


and Death enter d, Ver. 12. andi that Men are oh- 


noxious to the Eternal Curſe, At mam 4s: art of the 


Works of the Lam, Gal. 3. 10. There are ſome theres 
fore who are ſo, even all who are not of Faith, and 10 


bleſſed with faithful: Abraham, Ver. 9. Theſe the . 


oftle declares are under the Curſe. Wherefore Aen 
by. Nature, are under the Law, èven as it is oppolite to 
being under Grace. And under the Curſe of the Law 
they... periſh, ualeſs | Redremed: from it, Gal. 30 13. 
And as to God's Dealing with Men upon ſuch Terms 
[. Be Innocent and be Happy] ſince the Fall; it is ſüffi- 
Su. that he dealt wich them ſo in Adam, and that 
they have been once Tranſgreſſors, whereby all che 
World lies in a Faln State, and aeed not tô be loſt 
over again under another Law, or * Univerſal Co- 


OO 


. * Vide Robithami Difquiſi:. in ti) poth. Baxt. de dere Gr.s 


| venant 


ti, p. 19, 20. Vc. 


” venant of Grace. And as to thoſe who are Saved, 
| God ſent forth his Son to fulfil the Law for them, and 
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to purchaſe Faith, whereby his Redemption might be 
received. This is not to ſave them by a Lam but 
by Grace: For theſe two are the Oppoſite Parts and 
Members of a Diſtinction, Rags. 6. 14. Tohn 1. 17. 


Grace came by Moſes, and a Law by Jeſus Chriſt: 
Therefore theſe two ought not to be confounded by 
ſuch an uncouth Expreſſion; La Law of Grace] where 
no Man knows certainly what is meant by either: 


2. That Believers are under this perfect Law as' a Rult 


1 e Life. That they are ander the Law to Chriſt, the Apo- 


ſtle declares 1 Cor. . 2 1:that they are under it as a Rulè 
of Life and Converſation, is or ought to be agreed on 
all Hands. It is true they have this Law not only 


ſelf is held forth to them, as a'fulfill'd ſatisfied Law, 
in the Hand of Chriſt: So that tho' they fail in their 


Obedience, they cannot fall under e e 


it remains as a Directory of Obedience. And the Love 
to Sod and our Neighbour, which it requires as a 
Rule, is no leſs than Perfect Love, and ſo of eve- 
ry Duty. One Deſign: of our Lord Jeſus in Mat. th 


;* teaches there; as has been ſhewn. | 2 


Were Human Teſtimonies wanting, I might bring 
in a Cloud of Witneſles, to confirm the Point Fam 
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= and do differ in their whole Nature, and not in De- 
Free only: Elſe it might be read backwards, That 
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_ externally propos d, but written in the Heart; whence 
they preſs towards the Perfection of it. The Love of 
Chriſt is the Motive to Obedience, and the Law it 


Rom. 8. 1. Becauſe as a Covenant it is aboliſhed, whe | 


was to teach the: Uſe of the Law, as a Rule for his 
Diſciples to walk by; See Ver. 44, 45. And it is 
te Spirituality and Perfection of the Law that he 
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if bes. Dr. Ames excellengly teaches 19 858 That the. | 
Matter of. Obedience is that yery, Thipg which ist 
dcommanded of God, and ſo ſummarily, is contain»; 
ed in the Ten e entstz for ther iſe the 
Law of G d not be. be Re The, Lawof 
« God: theref I 1 reſpech of; Believers 5 | 
© be (as it were) abrogated, both * to xe Force of 
© Tuſtifyings, which, it had in The. Sraceapbmregrity, 
« and a$t0' abe Force of Ca n 8. Which it bad 1a. 
j *.the State of Gin; yet it is d tull Force and Strength 
„es tothe latter of Direon,,. and aligyjt, eln 
< ſome Pomer.of Condenming, becauſe: e 
© condemas, Sia in. Believers, aleho' it gangor fu 
condemn Believers themſclyes, who are not un- 
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erms and Conditions 0 Lite and Happineis in that 
Seren he, terrible it is to Faln Sinners, that 
we might ook for theeulilmenc, of it in Another. 2 
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e che Knowledge AW, and t f Sin 
| were 0 much worn out. . Law, 
Gal 3.19. ii chere Was a Promiſe before Salvati 
7 deren 2.77 Was added, Vir. to the; Promiſe; 4 
/ Tranſgreſſiaz, to reptove thereof, 3 4. Check 
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r htcouſheſs and Life b Works, is 
diſcover The People of Wat, oed Ach e " Fx 
Terrot of giving the Law; asked a He#ator,” which =} 
we find was pleating to God, Dent. 5. 27 28. This 5 
Uſe the ſplritual Seed amohg chem mache of jt: The 

Reſt tooł it to be 3 Ccvenant of Works with tbem- 


ſaves for Eternal Liff not underſtandi the mean- ; 
ing of GoEtherein. tro A, . 
4 


4. In the Miſdom of 684, to mak _—_—_ 
be a mean bf Chris bein botn or made undi the Law, | 
in ordet to Ns fulfilling F it for vs. As Mr. Pete 
TING, in: his Book of the Covenant, 
134." Nor do f ſer (Hith he) how by anz viſi- 
5 lation, Jeſus Chriſt cold have been born 
© actually under the Law, If this Sina; Covenant had 
not been made. For the Covenant of "Works, be- 
* ing Violated in the firſt Adam, was at an End as to 
the promiſing Part of 1 it, Gr. This therefore un- 
Adcubtediy was che Way and Means, w us 
Chriſt, who was above the Law, Was alle: Wader 
tte Law far , in a ſolemn and publick manner. 
For the People of Iſcael took ĩ it upon them; to do ai! 
the Words of this Law, Exed, 24. 3,7. From whence; 
every one, ho was born of that Race; was born un- 
der that Law, that Sin Covenant, which was ra. 
rify'd" by the or printing of Blood, v. U. And unleſ 
they © hece © Relief in Jeſus Chriſt, "the (> ger "1 
Seed, it me 'a formal Covenant: 'of Works to | 
them. But Chriſt was 7 intended in it, to be 
the Endt ereof. It wu added betaufe of Tranſgreſ- 
fions , TILL THE SEED SHOUED COME, 7. 
- wag end ef Sin, and finiſh , Gal. 3.1 9” Þ 
0.9. 24... $3 
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| ſhew, what i is the main 4 Difference Len the 
Lum, and the Goſpel.” For I take it to be of ver v4 5 
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one Concernment "Tag hely to dingen between 


. Go then is ſometimes taken for the is, | 


WS fd eſtament. But it muſt not be ſo confinꝰq: 


For the Goſpel was preached before to Abraham, Gal. 3. 


8. and before that to dam, Cen. 3. 15. Which 
is rightly calbd arch, the firſt Goſpel, 


Sometimes it is taken more largely, for the whele 


Hoctrine preached 3 and his Apoſtles, includin 
ife, Faith in Jeſus Chriſt, wit 
all that ſpiritaal Obedience unto God, required of 


Believers. But if we do more narrowly diſtinguiſh 


it from the Law, (which is neceſſary to be done, or 
elſe we underſtand hot what we mean by either) It 
is a" Doftrine'of Grace, revealin 22 Chrift, and his 


Rightcouſnreſs, holding forth a Promiſe of Chriſt, and 


the Spirit, of < Grace, and Glory 0 the Heirs of Salvation, 
Nom. 4. 16, 17. Feb. 8. 10, 11, 12. The Goſpel 


preached to Adam, and afterwards to Abrabam, was 


no other than a free Promiſe; and the Promiſe of 


1 Gn contain'd a Promiſe of all things 2 


„ and accompanying Salvation. I cannot 


cok, we may very much learn what the Nature of 
the Gofpel is, and what Doctrine is ſuitable to the 
EKelief of Fallen Man, from the 8 gracious Peri | 
= ration of God to Adam. 


On tlie other hand, The Law ery. ſes of Gee 
ments, with Promiſes of Life to the Doer, and Threatens 
it ef Death and Damnation to him that fails in any 
2 Point. * So that as there is much Goſpel running 
thre? 55 Old Teſtament i in A 706, Types, and Pre- 
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ks N other particular Differences, I refer to Mr. Tyler's 
Book, * The Lew otebliſhed by the Goſpel, e. . * 
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pbecies;, ſo there is much of the Lam contain d in the 
New. Teſtament. The clear Apprehenſion of theſe 
things is very neceſſary for the right underſtandir 

ol the Doctrine of free. Juſtification, and of the d 
of Salvation by ſeſus Chriſt: For which Rea 
. baye mention d them in this plage. 
But it will be-Objefted, That the Goſpel ;alſe, hath 
Hrecepts; particularly that Faith and, Repentance 
muſt needs belong thereto, as not; being requir'd.of 
ſigleſs Man; and that God calls upon Man to repent 
and believe; ſurely this is Goſpel. 
0. Hemer, That the Moral Law, as given on Mount 
5 ga Man, when in a Fallen State, e 
1. U riſt, and. Repentance from dead Works, 18 
legr, beyond a modeſt Denial: elſe it fail d in a prin- 
Apal Farc of that inmard Worſhip, which, we ome, to 
God, as our Redeemer. For thus he reveal d him 
fel, and thus he prefaced his Lam, I am the, Lord 
ed who brought |thee. out af;the Land of Egypt. 
Qur God and, Redeemer. I confeſs. theſe Duties ate 

call for, on a.Ga/pe!-ground, and on a. Suppoſal o 
Golpel-Grace, before reveal d, and were alſo con- 

tain'd in the; firſt, Promiſe, but are commanded i 


2 4 4 T 


| in 
the Law. Again, when God had reveal'd himſelf in 
a of Mercy, and had promis d the Savidur to 4 
our. firſt Parents; I would ask, whether upon this 
Revelation, the Law of Creation did not ohlige 
Man to believe in the Promiſe, and the Saviour thexe- 
in reveal d, and alſo to repent of his Sin (which in- 
deed he ought to have done, whether there had been 
any Promiſe or no) without any new Law given to 
that End? I any confideata Denial ↄf this cannot be de. 
fended. * Theſe Duties therefore are not required E | 
5 16M the 


See that accurate Book of Mr. T ayler, before quoted; . 25. 
coming forth ot wi:ich was ole Reaſon of the Relay. of 
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N. Francofurti, 1603. 


8 (ar) 1 
the Law by way of Conſequence, and remotely, as ſame 
other Duties which are of poſitive Iuſtitütion; as 
that whole * Frame of Worſhip under the Law, 
vix. Circumciſion, Paſſover, Sacrifices, &c. and the 
preſent Frame of Worſhip under the Goſpel, as 
Baptiſm, the Lord's Supper, and Matters relating to 
Diſcipline and Order. I marvel Men have not fra- 


med their New Law out of theſe things, which 


the Law could not have obliged to, unleſs medium 
Lege poſiti td, by the Interpoſition of a poſitive Com- 
mand. if theſe Laws were duly obſerved; we ſhould 
have more 'Chutch-work and Goſpel- order, than 
generally is to be found among thoſe who ſpeak moſt 
of the New Law; yea, or thoſe who! profeſs moſt 


of Charch- work, and walking according to Goſpel- 


rule. But, I ſay, the Law of Creation oblig'd-fal- 
len Adam directly and immediate'y to believe in Chriſt, 


and to repent of Sid; at leaſt, Meli ante promiſſine, 


ſo ſoon'as there was à Revelation of Goſpel-Grace. 
No that this is no new Doctrine, ſee a full and 
large Teſtimony of the Learned | Chemnitius, which 
I'think'very proper to inſert here: Unto this Que- 
ſtion, Que ſir propria Euangelii Deftrina ? What is 
the Doctrine proper tö the Goſpel? He anſwers, 
Multis ſunt. Scriptura Teſtimonia, & c. There ate 
many Teſtimonies of Scripture, which manifeſtly 
c affirm , that the Dottrine of juſtiſication before 
God is to be learn'd and fetchꝰd, not from the 
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La and Word of Faith. Therefore we muſt de 
© termine from evident and firm Teſtimonies of Scri- 
< pture, what is the proper Doctrine of the Goſpel 


(which muſt be ſeparated from the Law) reveal- 


ing the Righteouſneſs of Faith before God, _ 

Faith imbraces and apprehends unto Righteouſneſ 
Land eternal Uie.— And then he admoniſhes, How 

F * pernicious Miſtakes in all Times have happen'd-in 


© the Article of Juſtification, even from hence, that 


it was not rightly judged from true Foundations, 
* what is the proper Doctrine of the Goſpel, in 


© which Faith ought. to ſeek Righteouſneſs before 
„God. A little after he ſheweth; That ſome feign d 


this Difference, between the Law and Goſpel, 
„hat The. Law, now after the Revelation of the 
© Goſpel, doth therefore not juſtify, becauſe it de- 
*liver'd imperfect Precepts, concerning externa 
good Works, to be perform'd from Fear, and hac 
* only Corporal and Temporal Promiſes; but that 


© in the New Lem, there are more perfect, excellent, | 


© and ſevere Precepts, which might bring/-Righte- 
< ouſneſs to the Doers, &c. If it be asked, What 
therefore doch Faith? They anſwer' d, it believes 
©rhoſe things are true, which are ritten in the new 
Law. But what doth Chriſt ? Some (i. e. \Fapiſts') 
ay, that be only brought theſe nem Precepts Others, 
who attribute à little more to Chriſt, that he gives 
us that Grace, by which we might fulfil the Pre- 
*cepts; and hy them obtain Righteouſneſs; and eter- 
nal Life. But Paul expreſiy denies, that Chriſt 
came that we might be juſtify d by Commandmeats 


def Works. And after ward, This Foundation is 


wanifeſt, that the Righteouſneſs of God, without 
Ihe Law, is reyeald in the Goſpel. If therefore 
Ius which they define is the proper Doctrine of the 
Goſpel, it follows, that the Righreouſhels gu Faith 


« couſilts not only in the Application of the free By6- 
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© miſe, concerning the Reimiſſion of Sins, for the 


* ſake of the Mediator; bir alſo that Newneſs 
Cof Life] or good Works ista ſubſtuntial part of 


© it. And our Adverſaties the Ppapiſts do well 'coofi- 


der this; therefore they ſeek various Depravations, 
© that they may confound, obſcure, and take away this 
L neceſſary Diſtinftion, what is the proper Dectrine of the 
© Goſpel, making known the Rig hteouſneſs of Faith before 
* God, For they ſee that this is the ſhorteſt way; 
for if it be determin'd that the Doctrine proper to 
the Goſpel," is not only concerning Faith of the 
free Promiſe, but alſo concerning Renovation or 
good Works, then preſently it will follow, that 
* alſo good Works do; enter our Juſtification,” as a 
© partial Cauſe j becauſe: that IN THE GOSFEL, 


| | © oreveald the Righteouſneſs of God. Here he quotes 


* a Paſſage of Luther, on Gal. 2. 14 He who well 
_ © knows to diſtinguiſh the Law fron the Goſpel, let 
him give Thanks to God, and let him know that 


he is a Divine. I certainly ia Temptation did not 
d yet know it, as I ought. Ad, Thou ſnouldeſt as 
« diligently diſtinguiſh che Righteouſneſs of the 
< Goſpel, from the Righteouſnefs of the Law, as 


* <thouGoſt diſtinguiſn Heaven from Earth, Gr. And | 


< what other Light (th our Author) hath diſperſed 


_ ©the groſſeſt Darkaeſs of the Popiſh Kingdom, but 


this chiefly,wbich-hath cemonſtrated the true Diffe- 
* rence of the Law and Goſpel. Here he proceed- 
eth excellentiy to give the Differences, which the 
Learned may peruſe; and perhaps there is no Man 
ſo learned, hut it may be profitable co him ſo to do 
He further reacheth, chat alcho' in the Doctt ine of 


«Chriſt, and the Apoſtles, many Ser mous are fon 
Concerning Sia, and good Works, yer this is nher. 
*:rhe proper Dehrine of the Goſpel, as it is diftin® 


* guiſhed from the Law, but the Precepts of th 
ne preaching of the Gel. 
„53 364 | 4 Nor WY 
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N 
| 1 he doch not reject, but explain, 
the uſpal Definition, that the Goſpels the preaching .of * 
Kepentante, and | Remiſſios of Sins. He | Diſputech, | 
-* that, thoſe ho contend thatthe Goſpel, properly 4 
« ſo called „ floth: not only contain the Promiſe of | 
Grace, but alſo the Doctrine of Good Works, g 
ſuch da nat underſtand What they ſay; for thus 
the Difference of the Law and Goſpel, is confound- 
Jed, Nhichethe Apoſtle doth ſo: Eftabliſhy and the 
* Goſpei is transformed into a Law. And theſe 
«4 Foundations being plucked up, the Purity of the 
Doctrine concerning Juſtification, can't conſiſt. He 
Salſo e mntions Adelarſton, who (iſaĩth he) admo- 
* niſhgspithat; altho' in the Doctrine of Chriſt and 
 theeBfpllles, thete are many Sermons of Repen- 
0 tange, and of the Daw, yet it is another Queſtion, 
„What is the Doctrine proper to the Goſpel, and 
0 be ſeparated from the La]π] And Luther, on 
Cal. 2. that Commandments are found in the Go- 
p ſpel, theſe do not belong to the Goſpel; but are 
foo ney ions of ithe. Law, and Appepdices of the 
Ape 22 che Ni in ain ene 
bis was the Doctrine which chaſe: Reforincts; 
tho neceſſary to preach and defend againſt the Pa- 
piſts, who ſec up their own Works and Righteouſ- 
neſs, confountled. Law and Goſpel, anditavght the 
Law iaſtead of the Goſpel. : Here, thepſthe Reader 
may ſee, that theſe — were agitated long 
2 30, between the Prteſtaats and the Papiſts, which 
of date have been unhappily revived among our 
ſelres. + 1649 ©4 Manne KJ 00 F©777 1 3546 bon 1 
Let me make, theſtz things a little frattitei, by 
a, Word rene of Un ea 1 
. Tall une, you that e la e the Ln, as 
60 not hear, the Lam ? - Gal. 4. 21% 0 AO. bear 
what ic reRuires ) Thoſe who. were ſaved? under tbe 
Law Mere ſaved; by:the Promiſe, W of | 
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2 Grace, with Abraham. Therefore no Man an bet 
of ved by a Law, but by Promiſe, and Free Grace. | For- 
1, i the Inheritance be of the Law, it is us more of Promiſe, 
y Galiz.:18, The Law, and Promiſe, are diſtingui- 
ff x} ſhed, and oppoſed; that wherever you bring in a 
S, Law, yonexclude the Promiſ e 
is 2. Here ſee the nerd of a Mediator; Af the Law requires 
3 perfect Obedience, what will you do without one? What 
1 will you do without hi Righteouſſieſs? Beg as fra 
ſe did, that the Word may not be ſpoken by an abſo-; 
6 lute God. It' is ſad, if thou takeſt that to be a Law, 
le of Grace, which if thou attempteſt to keep as ſuch, 
= | will tear the Cau] of thine Heart to pieces! The? 
13 Thunder of Mount Sinai will ſtrike thee dead; this 
fſiery Law will burn thee up! O! then come unto) 
W- | Mount Sion, to Jeſus the Mediator, and to the blood of: 
d | ſprinkling; where you will bleſs. God for ever, noe 
n | for r a new Law, but for the new gy even a 
= er of Promiſ. beo u en um 
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chewing, That the Rule of Obedience} LA 
Duty, and the Rule of Righ Keogh for. 


- Juſtification, ae the ſane. 5 5 


e 
. 9 * 10 


| O lence, and Night tech, in the matter of: 
Ju ſtification, are, the ſame. The .New Mehr: 
 aiſts, for ought I can perceive, ate at loſs whether, 
they ſhall ſay, that. the, Law abates of its Require», 
ments, and that, the Demands theregt are not now 1a. 
high, a as to require a perfect n Or, whether 


they 


they ſhall ſay,” that it doth indeed require the ſame, 
and that ſtill perfect Obedience is Duty; but it doth 
not inſiſt upon it, as che Condition e, Juſtiſication 3 
14 doth acrepr of lower Terms, notwithſtanding what 
it may demand, as Duty. They ſpeak indeed of a 


the Uta perhaps may be allowed to be the Rate of 
Duty But their new Law (if ſuch a Law there he) 
makes the other Old, and diſanuls it: For it is de- 
ſructive of, and contrary to it. For, cad we be un- 


rent, the one requiring Perfection, the other t- 
ing of an Imperfect Righteouſneſs of our own, in- 
ſtead of a Perfect? They hold, that the New Law 
 "condeſcends to lower and milder Terms than the 


Demands, or only in its Accepration, as to; Juftifica- 
tion ? If chey ſay, in Demands, it requires not fo 
mach as the old Law did: Then the Will of God, 
reveal d in his Law, is not Unchangeable; yea, then 
here is a Law of God that don't fo much as require 
PerfeRtion in Obedience; and no Man can certainly 
fay,wehar ImperfeQtian. it will admit of, or what Obe- 
dience it wall accept; | and laſt ly chen the Old Law is 
_ difanull'd, and made void thereby. If they ſay, the De- 
wmandrare the ſame, but it Accopes of leſs : Verily then 
thee r 5 Point of Ons of Com- 
. waage of Butz, and confequently it is no Law. 
eat I Rightzeouſneſs, but only a Rule 


KA wherein God ſets out what he wil! 
eee of, a Law thar God hath made to bimfelf (as 
I may ay) to deal with Men upon lower Terms 929 
bis Law at firſt requir'd. Here is the Dilemma, let 
them take which part thex pres, the Truth is ſtrong- 
an en Therefore” this ſhall be my 
een Wei, is crince chat the Lam as firſt gives 
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New Law, which is the Rule of Righteouſneſs,” while 
der two Laws at the ſame time, ſo Eſſentially diffe- 


Old. Now, let me sk, Whether is be milder ia 


"= "i a: 


| 6s Mani 55 the Rule of that Rightronſneſewb 


Fa 7 * | | 
whereby we mut 
and 'Obedi- 


be juſtified, as well as the Rule of our Duty 


mme. This 1 ſhall confirm, 1. By ſome: Reaſons. 


2. By Scripture. — 
1. For Reaſons. 


1. It ig unworthy of God, umporthy of bit Divine 
Per ſections, to imagine that he ſhould give one Law 


41 
* 1 


28 a Rule of Obedience, and another as a Rule of 
Righteouſneſs for Jaltification. For, CG PIER” 


Ci.) This ſeemeth not agreeable to the Infinite Wiſdom: = 
and Forefight of God. Men make Laws, and are 
forced to alter them, becauſe they do not fore-ſee all 


Events; but herein appears the Wiſdom: of the 


great Law-giver, and the Glory of his Law, that he 
gave one Law once for all, which ſhould ſtaud for 
ever, into whatſoever State and Condition Man 
ſhould come, both while Innocent, when ln, and 
when Recover d. Herein is the Admirable Divine 

Perfection of God's Law ; and herein it is a fit Re- 


preſentation of che Unchangeable Mind, aud Will 


0 
: 


© (2.) The fene Juſtice, and Holines, c, 


would not admit of any thing leſs than 'a" yerfelt; aud 
every way compleat Righteouſneſs, wherein to juftife'& 
Sinner. In juſtifying, he muſt ſhew forth'theRigh: 
teouſneſs, and Holineſs of his Nature, Rows. 3. 2, 
26. A Righteouſneſs anſwerable to what is Tequi- 
red in his Law, could do this; and nothing ſhore 
thereof. Memorable are the Words of Citvintsd 
this purpoſe. x Firſt let us conſider; (au — J 


x 


* laſtit; J. 3. c. 12. 5 1. Princigia:ix20 nobis ſucturlat illud, ec. 
ne | 220 755 i 


4 


* 
( 


* 9 wennn * . * * hes, 4 4 a 
4 + 7 * RW f WAY : « 
* . TR 
od 4 
4 4 4 ** 
” . 
: 1 „ 
oy * 
* » 
” bh * 


that we Diſcourſe not concerning the.Righteouſneſs 
© of an Human Court, but of the Heavenly Tribu- 
© nal; chat we may not judge by our own poor Mea- 
. © ſare, by what Integrity of Works the Divine Ju- 
ſtice may be ſatisfied. It is marvelous with what 
©Raſhneſs and Boldneſs, that is commonly defined. 
© And you may ſee that none do talk more confident- 
© ly and largely, concerning the Righteouſneſs; of 
© Works, than they who are either openly Wicked, 
© or do harbour ſecret Vices. This cometh to paſs, 
© becauſe they think not of the Righteouſneſs of God, 
© whereof if they had but the leaſt Senſe, they would 
© never make ſuch a ſport of it. But certainly it is 
beyond Meaſure deſpiſed, if it is not acknowledg- 
© ed ſuch, and ſo perfect, that nothing can be accepted 


* thereby,” but that which is Perfect, and in ever 


© part compleat, and defiled with no ſpot, ſuch as 
© never was, nor ever ſhall be found in Man. It is 
© eaſie indeed, and ready at hand to every one, to 
d trifle in the Sbades of the Schools, concerning the 
+. Worthinels of Works to juſtifie Men: But when 
e muſt come into the fight of God, ſuch Trifles 
< muſt;be diſmiſſed, becauſe there the matter is treat- 
ed ſerioully, and is not managed with a vain ſtrife 
of Words. Hither ! hither our Minds muſt be 
© carry'd,; if we would enquire concerning, true 
the Heavenly Judge, when he ſhall call us to an ac- 
doount ? Let us ſet that judge before us, not ſucb as 
our Uaderſtandings do naturally imagine, but ſuch: 
s be is deſeribed to us in the Scripture; v. by 
_ © mhoſe Brightueſs the Stars are darken' d; by whoſe 
+ ſtrength the Mountains are diſſolved; by whoſe 
7 Anger the Earth is ſhaken; by whoſe Wiſdam the 
© Pradeat are taken in their own Craft; before whoſe 
Purity all things are defiled; whoſe Righꝛeouſneſs 
© the Angels are not able to bear; — whole Wrath 
| 2 pierceth 


* 


| ht Deng Men you oh. it C29 Y LOS BAL nav ito "* 
'\ | pierceth to the loweſt Hell.. If be ſit, I. Ey, to 
| examine the Deeds of Men, who ſnall ſtand ſecure 


ö = LL *at his Throne ? Ia. 33. 14.— He: who. walketh in 


* 7 


© Righteouſneſs, and ſpeaketh Truth. But let him come 
forth, whoſoever, he is. Vea, but that, Anſwer 
* binders. for againſt him a terrible Voice ſoundeth, 
* If thou, Lord, ſnouldeſt mark Iniquity, O. Lord, 
ho ſhall ſtand? F/ 130. 3, — In the Angels he 
finds Pravity,, and the Heayens are not clean in his 


* 


* fight, Job. 4. 17. c. 15.11 


1 


$53 $4 ttrn 3 PY r Irie a 
(3. e Truth 2 Faithfulneſs of God, mill ver 
admit ef anything leſs. than 4 Fer felt Righteouſneſs for 
Juſtificatian, When herhath once ſaid "Ti ſe are the 
Terms of Lite and Happineſs to Man, and he who falls 
ſhort is Curſed G 3. 10. * ſurely it cannot be that 1 
ſhould go back, make abatement, or come to a com- 
poſition. This Law did not attain its End in our 
Primitive State, which was Obedience; yet this End 
muſt be attained, if Sinners are ſaved, and the 
ITbreatning muſt take place, that the Truth of God. 

might be ſecured. But to preſs. the matter cloſer; 

What was ae Reaſon that Ged would give, a Lam (Ex- 
od. 20.) after Aan was faln, requiring Perfett Obe. 
dience, to {ove God with all our Heart, and our Neigh-. 
bour d our ſelyes;, forbidding all manner of Stirrings. | 
and Motions of che Heart, conttmy to this Law, as, 
Sinful, if be intended to juſtifie add ſave him by a 

leſſer Obedience than hat was required in this Law? 
Surely, He would only have given ro faln Man, the 

Law ſpitable to his State, and which he intended to 
ſave him by. and not that Law which, he had broken, 
and never could fulfill; ualeſs He intended It ſhould. 

ſome way ot other, be fulfilled. Neither indeed 
Could chis Law, be of at/ciare, aud ind ariable Truth, 
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ng. thou ſhalt do ſo, and thou ſhale not do ſo; and 
22 1 40 them ſhall live in them, — Curſed 
i the Man that continues not in all things, &c. Rom. 10. 5, 
Gal. 3. 10. if God did, and did intend to, accept of ſome- 
thing elſe, of ſomething le, than what was here re- 
quired, what was this Law given for? Certain it 
is, that Man could not obey is. For it muft be re- 
member d, it was given to faln Creatures. The prin- 
cipal Reaſons were, to diſcover what was that Obe- 
dience, which we ought to yield in our own Perſons; 
And to be the Rule and Meaſure of the Mediator's 
Obedience. Where can the Truth of God be ſecu- 
red but in Chriſt? If God could conſiſtently with 
his Truth and Holineſs have abated any thing, He 
would have accepted of the Alive Obedience, and Inter- 
ceſſion of Chriſt, ( Let me ſay, theſe were worth more 
than all the World, and all the Righteouſneſs of it) 
and have abated him his Dying. 


( 4.) This Imagination of a New Law, as the 
Rule of a Juſtifying Righteouſneſs, hath but an un- 
toward Aſpect upon God's Unchangeableneſs. For, He 
is of ove Mind, and who can turn him? Job 23. 13. 
He never asks higher that he will take, nor ſtoops 
to lower Terms than he asked. He entirely ſecures 
the Honour of his Holineſs, the Glory of his Law, 
and all his Perfections, in juſtifying; 1/2. 42. 21. 
which is done by Jeſus Chriſt our Lorxe. 


2. In JESUS CHRIST, Obedience and Righteonſneſs 
| ave one avid the [ame thing, and the Law was the Rule 
| theresf. If then we are Jaſtified by Chriſt's Righ- 
trovſaeis, and He fulfilled the ſame Law which is 
the Rule of our Duty; it is one and the ſame Law 
which is the Meafure of a Juftifying Righteouſneſs; 
and the Rule of our Duty. Bat this will be after- 
ward ſpoken to, if God will. | 
ws ; | II. For 
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| II. For the Confirmation of this Point by Scripture- 
| Confider Mat. 5. 19, 20. Whoſotver ſhall break one of 
theſe leaſt Commandments, which he may think to be 
the leaſt, or in the leaſt and loweſt laſtance, in the 
Thought, or ſecret Motion of the Heart; and ſhall 
3 reach Men fo, either by teaching a pretended Goſpels 
Liberty, that we are not under the Law as «a Rule; 
or by Teaching, that there is an Abatement made 1 
| what the Law required, that it is not ſo ſtrict a8 tc 
. extend to the inward Frames of the Heart, or the like; 
He ſhall be called leaſt inthe Kingdom of Heaven; if he 
. have any part therein, yet he comes off with toſs; But 
ö whoſoever ſhall do, and teach them, ſhall be called grear, 
| HF Kc. That Jeſus Chriſt both did and taught them, 
= 3 even to Perfection, and in Purity, cannot be deny d, 
leide therefore above all Others is GREAT iadeed'in 
the Kingdom of Heaven. But ſo far as any of his 
Servants do delight in the Law of God after the inner 
Aan, and do, and teach it in Purity, They alſo tha 


3 be called Great according to their Meaſure, aud che 
| Grace they have received. Y. 20. For I ſay anto yon, 
3 chat except. your Righteouſneſs exteed, &c. q. d. yout 
| | Kigphteouſnes muſt be without any Breach of the 
| leaſt Commandment; it muſt excred that of the Striber 


1 and Phariſees, elſe ye ſhall in no caſe enter into the * 2 
| dom of Heaven, The Law muſt therefore be fulfil 
by Another for us. For verily as to all the Externals of 

ö Religion, it will be a hard matter for any Man to 
8 exceed ſome of the Scribes and Phariſees. Yea, and 


in outward Converſation, ſome of the Sainrs have 
| _ = miſcarry'd at a greater rate than many of them. le 
' will be faid, They wanted Sincerity, and were but meer 
* Hy pocrites, ad ſo every: true Chriſtian duth exceed 
4 them. | anſwer ; in many of them there was not (I 


conceive) a groſs Hy pocrilie ; they did got intend o 
Decelve, but ver ily aim'd at keeping of the Law, 
is BO a and 
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* +» and attaining Righteouſneſs, Rom. 9. 31. c. 10. 5: 
Bat, I take it, Chriſt's meaning is, You muſt have a 
Righceouſneſs that ſhall; excel theirs marcrialy, in 
all the ſeveral Acts of Obedience to the Commands 
thereof. As in the matter of Abſtinence from An- 
ger, from Adultery, from Revenge, and the like ; 


3 9 * 
x, 


in which. reſpect they might attain as far as any Chri- 1 


ian ordinarily doth attain, and yet it was unavai- 

able; there muſt be a Righteouſneſs more perfect 
fill, anſwerable co what he ſaid before; v. 18. God 
will abate nothing. For, Chriſt having faid chis 
Proceeds to give ſuch an Account of the Spirituality 
and. Perfection of the Law, as has already been de- 
clared., No then, when Chriſt had ſaid, Tour Righ- 

reouſneſs muſs. exceed that of the Scribes, &c. and then 

des on to tell them, that the Law forbids every 
emal Motion, and requires Perjectiop 3; ĩs it not clearly 
t0..ay,.. that the Righteouſneſs, of the Scribes. and 


11 5 iſees, whereon they truſted, was ſhort and in- 


the. Kingdom, on a Reaſon common to them with the 


Or elſe whatſoever. Righteouſneſs, they ſhould make 
© meation of, would leave them ſhort of Heaten at 
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gee another Scripture, viz. Gal. 3. 21. If there ha! 
been a Law given, which could have given Life, verily 
Righteouſneſs ſhould have been by the Law. The Apo- 
ſtie here ſaith, That neither the Law of Moſes,” nor 
any Law which had been yet given, could give Life; 


and that therefore a juſtifying Righteouſneſs could not 


be by any Law. Now what was the Reaſon the Law' 
could not give Life ? I anſwer, It was weak through the 
Flefh, Rom. 8. 3. Faln Man could not tulfil it. And 
why could they not fulfil it? Becauſe it would not ac- 
cept a ſhort, imperfe& Performance, as 4 Righteouſ- 
neſs ; but required Perfection: Elſe it might have 
been done, as well as Men can now fulfil the Law of 
Grace, as they think. There was 2 Law therefore 
under the Old Teſtament, by which Men were, or 
could be ſaved. The Sinai Law it ſelf (which was as 
much a Law of Grace as any other) could not give 


Life. Then neither are New-Teſtament Believers ſa- 


ved by a Remedial Law, ſeeing the Way of Salvation 


is One; from the Beginning to the End of the World. 


So that that Righteouſneſs whereby we muſt be juſti- 
fy'd, muſt compleatly anſwer the Law in its higheſt 
Demands, and utmoſt Extent. For what if ha- 
& vying. obſerved all other Commands of God exact 
y; ſo much as ohe Title of the Law is negꝑ lected 57 
© theez * What will thy Righteouſgeſs ſay tö us in 

<< this Caſe? Do yu not ſee that the Sentence of thè 
Law being pronounced, you are as much in the fault; 
ce az if you were guilty of all Unrighteouſneſs? 

I confeſs, this account of things will bring ih A 
the World for Sinners, And I am willing to be found 
of that Number, as Paul was, of whom 1 am chief, 


1 Tim. 1. 15. that I may have a part in that fzich- 5 


ful and acceptable Saying, That Chriſt Jeſus came into 
the World to ſave Sinner. 
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Leet this Doctrine then be improved. 
1. For Humiliation; to humble thee for thine in- 
finite ſhort coming. And let thoſe who talk of theie 
New- Law-Sincerity,' look to it, that they have Since: 
rity indeed; for they will one Day find it true, that 
= nothing elſe will paſs for Sincerity, than for a Sinner, 
one who is on all Accounts ſo, and as ſuch, to truſt 
Alone in Chriſt's Righteouſneſs, becauſe in himſelf he 
_ is wholly: loſt, Thus the Pride of all Self-Righte- 
= - ouſneſs.is brought down. All ſincere Endeavours (as © 
1 they are taken to be) to receive Chriſt as a Laws. 
_ | giuer, and Ring, and to keep the Law, which flow: not 
| from ſuch a Faith in Chriſt the Saviour, will he accoun- 
1 ted Jaſinceritiy; and therefore can be no mark of Sin- 
[cerity. Plainneſs is beſt in Matters of Eternal Conſe- 
quence. What true Goſpel-Sincerity is, ſee in Hab. | 
I} 2. 4. and Phil. 3.3. . Darn, i 
| 2. For Holineſs. If the Law require Perfection 
Wi of Obedience, what manner of Perſons ought we to 
be, who profeſs Faith in Chriſt ? Our Lord Jeſus, | 
| in Mat. 5. 19. 29, 30, 45. not only teaches what the 
| Law requires for a juſtifying Righteouſneſs, but alſo 
. recommends a very high Regard to this Law of God . _” 
in a way of Duty. For ſeeing the Law of God is 
= fo Sacred, that it muſt be perfectly fulfilld, and 
Chr; did fulfil it; every Chriſtian ought to have the 
g,reateſt Reſpect to all its Commands, and to the Ex- 
ample of the Lord Jeſus. „„ OD S19761 © 
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be Rid, They may fulfil the New Law, and ſo be ju 


Old and Perfect Law of God. 


The Papiſts talk at that rate, That the Uar 
, rate cannot fulfil the Law, but the 8 by 
. the help of the Spirit of God, can fulfil all Righte- 


56, This Objection is already prevented, by 
ing in the foregoing Chapter, That no other Righ- 
** teouſneſs can juſtify, than chat which RI the 


44 


4 That faln Man, both a5 in 8 Fal, | 


and when recover d, is utterly unable to an- 


ſwer the Demands of the Lam, or fulfil ſuch 
8 4 e as it gs unto 7 Ifen. 


— — 0 \ : 
i - 


F it be Truth, which bath Already — . 
That the Law of God condemns, as Sinful,” all 
the Luſtings of the Heart to that which is evil, and 
as a Rule of Obedience, requires perfect Holineſs, 

then it cannot be deny'd, that faln Sinners cannot 
fulfil this Law themſelves, without denying that we 
are Sinners, which would be to Deny the whole 
Scripture, See Eccleſ. J. and 20. 29. 1 Joh. 1. 10. If 


N 


onſheſs; at leaſt what is neceſſary to juſtify, by the 


| Works of the Law; whom 1 hall not ſtand to con- 


fute, ſince that * Martyrologiſt Mr. Hex, 7255 


well done it already, ub. ſup. p. 155 Kc. 
I need not be large upon this Head, for that thoſe 
wich whoſe Doctrine I am concerned, will own the 


a 712 
15 _ +0 


Truth of it; as to the old Law, which (according 


to them) God inſiſteth not on as the Rule or Mea- 


ore of a Juſtifying r But as to the 
D 2 


New 
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New Law, the Fulfilling whereof by us is that (ac- 
cording them) which God inſiſteth on; they will 


not ſay, That we*are unable to anſwer the Demands 


thereof, or to fuſfſl ſuch a Righteonſneſs as it requires 


unto Juſtification. Hence it is they ſeem to doubt, 


whether they ſhall call it an Imprefect Obedience and 


Righteouſneſs or not. For Sincerity is the Perfecti- 


on thereof. Aud therefore 


1j. Ic may be ſuch. Scriptures will be objected 


* 


here as theſe, viz. Mat. i 9. 17. If thou wilt enter 
into Life, keep the Commandments. And Rom. 2. 13. 
Net the Hearers of the Law are juſt before God, but 
the Herre tf the Lam fhaltbe juſtify di v. 26. If the Un- 
eircuinciſion keep the Rigbteouſneſs of the Law, &c. From 
whence it may ſeem to ſome, (1) That it is by a 
Perſonal Obedience of our own, that we muſt go to 
Heaven. (2.) That therefore there is ſuch a thing as 
» keeping the Command ments, if not to abſolute Perfecti- 


on, Fet to ſucha Degree as is required, or at leaſt 


*pccepred of God, by a Remedial Law; for that he 


will accept of a ſincere Deſire and Endeavour to per- 


forth them. So that a Man may fulfil the Commands, 
and come up to the Terms of the new Law, unto 
inn an ee 437 


Aiſio. I begin with that Text in atthew. The 


.yonng; Man who! there came to Chriſt, was one of 
tholſe who had a Zeal of God, and made Conſcience 
of keeping the Law, who was (as the generality of 
the Jep, in that Day were) following after Righteouſneſs 
by the [Hor ks of the Lam, and thought that his own 
Doings aud Obedience would cart) him to Heaven. 
Therefore the Defign of our Saviour in his Anſwer, 
was not to ſhew him the way, by which it was 
poſſible, that he, or any other, might come to 
Heaven, but only to convince him of the Errors of 
-© the Phariſaical Doctrine. They taught Eternal 
Life to de attainghle by the Works of the Law, 


i | | | | l 


1 
* 
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© fe Senſe they gave of it, of which we have heard; 
© Char, 5. The Way to Eternal Life (ſaith he) iacs 
cording to your Doctrine, is plain before you. 
© You ſay Men may perfectly keep the Command 
© ments' of God, he that doeth ſo ſhall be ſaved ; 
©therefore keep the Commandments. Not that our 
© Saviour thoug ht he could do it, or that there did 
< lie a paſſable Road to Heaven that way, but ihat he 
© might convince him of his Error,” and the need he 
had of a Saviour. Pool's Engl. Auneoat. 

Further, (I conceive) Chriſt's Deſign was to diſcs. 
ver the ignorant Opinion which he had of his own 
keeping the Law, by drawing forth that Auſwer 
which he next made, v. 20. All theſe-have I kept, &c. 


Knowing therefore what was in Man, he makestrial 


of him in one thing, v. 21. Go ſell that thou haſt” and 
give to the Poor, &c. to diſcover. how little there was 
of Love either to God, or his Neighbour ; and alſo 
to hint the true Way of Salvation,” by believing on 
himſelf. Ft}. en 7 1 N 1 550 3 S S490 '2 
In the ſecond Text, viz: Rom. 2. 13. The 
© Scope of the Apoſtle is not ſimply toſhew how Sib- 
© ners are now juſtify*d in the Sight of God; but co 
* ſhew what is requiſite to Juſtification, accorditi 
*to the Tenor of the Law; and that is, to do all that 
© js written therein, and to continue ſo to do; and 
if there be any Man that can bring ſuch conſtant, 
© and perfect Obedience of his own performing, he 


mall be juſtify*d by God; but in as much as no Man, 


© neither Natural, nor Regenerate, can ſo. fulfil the 


Law, he muſt ſeek for Juſtification in ſome other 


Way. The Text thus expounded is no way at Va- 
*rizace with Rom. 3. 20. and Gal. 3.11, which 
* af. firſt reading it might ſeem to be. Pool's Engl, | 


„ Annot. 5 f : ; 434} v4 © 
MF bo a 1 , 129 , + —_ A - 
oF * . n * 
15 8 1 Zain « 


1 . NN oy n 


* and by a fulfilling thereof, according to that ßer 
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; Again; Rom. 2. 25, 26. Circumciſion verily proſitethi 
if thou keep the Law; if thou doſt it perfe&ly, to 


| 4 which indeed Circumciſion obliged but thus no 


Man ever kept it, fave Jefus Chriſt: Or, if thou 
doſt.it ſincerely, that is, from a Goſpel Principle, and 
Motive, to a Goſpel End, v. 26. F the Uncircumci- 
fon, that is, the uncircumciſed Man, keep the Rightes 
_ oujneſs of the Lam; if after the inner Man, he delight 
. tothe Lawof God, (which he only can do, who by 
Faith ſeeks a juſtifying Righteouſneſs in Chriſt) and 
keep the Law in a Meaſure, aceording to the Grace re- 
ceived, ſhall not his Uncircumciſion be counted for Cir» | 
cumciſion ? He is in as good a State as he that is Cir» | 
cumciſed. But then, this keeping of the Law is not 
for 7uſtification.. The Obedience of a Believer is 
accepted, but not as the fulfilling of the Law, not 
as à juſtitying Righteouſneſs, not as going before 
Juſtification, but a s following it. 1 85 
If it be ſtill ſaid, A Man may, and Believers da 
Fulfil the Commands of the Goſpel- Law. I ask, whe- 
ther they do perfectly ſo, or only in part? Whether 
their Sincerity it ſelf is Perfect, or Imperfect? If 
they fay, Imperfedt, I reply, Then it cannot juſtify 2 
it ſelf at God's Bar, ind therefore cannot juſtify 7 
their Perſont, If it be not perfect, according to the 
Meaſure and Requirements of this Remedial Law, 
it doth not then come up to the Terms of it; and if 
It falls ſhort here, it cannot juſtify by any Law. The 
very Sincerity of a Believer is imperfect, as well as 
other. Graces. Their Heart is Deceitful, and Sin is 
 Deceitfol, and every Sin in the Believer is ſo much 
Gaile. Thou ſayeſt, Thon loveſt God, if not per- 
Fectiy, yet fncerely! But according to thy unrenewed 
Fart, thon loveſt that which he hateth. Where is 
vom porfect Sincerity > Thou ſayeſt, Thou keepeſt 
. that Command, Thon ſhalt not kill, ſincerely, and in 
Gellrez yet theu art many a time grievouſly ber 
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without a Cauſe. And ſo in that thou ſhalt not Cover 
or any other Inſtance, there are contrary Luſtings 
and Deſires in thee. Where then is perfect Sinceri- 
ty? O prize Chriſt's Righteouſneſs! Thine own 

comes off with Imperfection ſtill. If (on the other 
Hand) they ſay their Sincerity and Obedience is Per- 
felt, according to this new Law, which is the Rule 
of it. Who ſhall know that? There are Degrees 
of Grace and Holineſs in Chriſtians. Now if the 

higheſt exceed not, the loweſt muſt fall ſhort; if 
the loweſt fall not ſhort, the higheſt muſt have ſome- 
thing of Supererogation. Thus when Men go from 
God's Standard, they have none left. Keep we Sin- 
cerity under the Head of San@ification, and we have 
not theſe Difficulties, but bring it into your Fuf- 
fication, and it muſt perfectly anſwer the Rule there- 
of. And if any Man perfectly keep that Law which 
he is under, and is to be juſtify'd by, be it what it 
will, he hath kept the Law of God, and is without 
Sin as to that Law. * Again, Doth the Law of 


Grace take in the Ten Commandments within the 
Compaſs of it, that we may know what to ſay to it? 


If not, that Law hath not God's Anthority, and is 
of little Concern to us, which leaves out all the Du- 


ties of the Tea Commandments. Ir is a very mild one 


indeed. If it doth, it is the ſame which was from 
the Beginning, and takes in all the Duties arifing 
from the Relation of God and Man, in the utmoſt 
Latitude. | 5 

But know, O Soul, there is but One Invariable, 


Eternal Law of God, the Rule apd Standard of all 


Righteouſneſs, and Meafure of Sin; whereto the 
Apoſtle oppoſeth the Goſpel, Gal. 1.6. the Promiſe, 


Gal. 3. 18, 21. Grace and Truth, Joh. 1. 17. In 


— ——C.. 
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* If our Obedience do anſwer the only Law, and Rule of it, 


then is there no Sin in us, nor need of Pardon. Owen of Fuſti- 


Fc. p. 333. | i 
D 4 | like 


4 049) 
like manner, the Miniſtration of Death, and the 
| Miniſtration of the Spirit, are oppoſed ; that is, the 
the Law and the Goſpel; the one is a Miniſtration of 
Conden.nation, the other of Righteouſneſs, 2 Cor. 3. 7, 
8, 9. Rom-1o 5, 6. Alſo, the Righteouſneſs of the 
Law, and the Righteouſneſs mhich is by Faith. YET 
This Law no meer Man, fince the Fall, can in 
© this Life perfectly keep, but daily doth break in 
Thought, Word and Deed, (Aſſemb. Catech.) 
And as for a Law of Grace, I read of none in God's 
Word; but of the Goſpel of Grace I read, 44. 20. 
24. We mult look for'a Remedy, not to any Law, 
but tothe Goel, tothe Promiſe, to Grace. GRACE, 
I ſay, not only delivering from Hell, but alſo from 
Sin, and conſtraining to Obedience. For what is 
* more excellent than Righteouſneſs, in the whole Na- 
ture of Divine and Humane Things, which com- 
+ prehendeth in the Compaſs of it. all kind of Virtues, 
the higheſt Perfection of the Law, and alſo the 
perfect Image: of God? It may indeed be found in 
Heaven, but on Earth it cannot be found. There 
+ had been no need for God to juſtify us by Faith, if 
+ we could be juſtify'd by Works. And, if God hathi 
* commanded what cannot be kept by us, it is not 
© thro' any Default of his, but thro our own. Fox 
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. Shewing, That Jeſus Chriſt, as Surety for the 

Elec, hath in their flead Fulfilled the Lam, 
n 44 4 Rule of Righteouſneſs for Tuſtification, 

) and born the Penalty or Curſe due for the 
4 | Tranſgreſſion of it. 5 el 

E Hope I have made gaod my Ground hitherto; 

7 and if it be Truth, 1. That the Law ſtill re- 

5 # quires perfect Obedience. 2. That God will have 
3 His Law fulfilld, and a Righteouſneſs anſwerable 


rhereto, to juſtify a Sinner. 3. That na Man at. 
preſent can fulfil it, or work out ſuch a Righteouſ- 

neſs : Then it will follow, either that no Man can 
-- he juſtify'd and ſaved ; or elſe that Jeſus Chriſt, as 


= Surety, hath fulfill'd the Law, and ſatisfy'd Juſtice 
wn for the Ele. Unto this, all that hath been ſpoken 
b tends, and in this it centers. And on the other 
1 hand, all that is ſaid of a Milder Law, and Goſpel- 
A Works for Fuſtification, tends to the Subyerſioa of 
N this Truth, and iris this which they aim at. Where- 
* fore, altho' in the Defence of the fore-going 


Truths, his 1s eſtabliſhed; and the Oppoſition there- 
to is defeated, by taking away the Foundation of a 
New Law; yet, becauſe there are particular Cavilss 
and Exceptions, raiſed againſt this moſt ſweet and _-7 
5 precious Truth of the Goſpel, 1 do (with Divine» 
3 Help) joyfully undertake the Defence of it, under 
. theſe Heads. 1. That Jeſus Chriſt obey'd the Precept 
of the Law, for the Ele&. 2. That he ſuffer'd the 
Penalty thereof for them. 3. That he did, both as 
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I. That the Lord Feſus Chriſt obey d the Precept of 


Chriſt. 

Mr. Clark the Annotator, in a Book of his, * de- 
nies Chriſt's Obeying the Law for us, and the Impu- 
tation of his Active Obedience, which he excludes 
from having an Intereſt in our Juſtification, and aſ- 
ſerts, that Chriſt did all for us by his Sufferings, ahd 
by a low and forced Senſe (as I take it) put upon ma- 


ny Texts of Scripture, which advance and magnify 


the Righteouſneſs of Jeſus Chriſt, he makes neither 
him, nor any thing in him, to be our very Righte- 
ouſneſs, but only Meritorious, that our Goſpel- 
Works ſhall be accepted for Righteouſneſs. For he 
puts no more upon his Syfferings.than this, That 


© they are a valuable Conſideration for the Tranſ- 


* preſſion of the firſt Covenant, or Law of Works, 
<ſo that God may now, without any Diſpargement 
© to his Juſtice, or any of his Attributes, make a 


new Covenant upon more gentle and condeſcending | 


© Terms, peculiarly fitted and ſuired to the State of 
* lapfed Mankind, &c. p. 24. 

I know not what he may expect, but cannot think 
that one who diſputes againſt che Honour of, our 
Lord Jeſus, excluding his Active Obedience, abuſing. 
his Righteouſneſs to fuch a Degree, ſhould have any 
Praiſe from him for ſo doing. For my part, I deſire 


not to be found without a Part in Chriſt's Active O- 
bedience, when he comes, let who will boaſt of their 
- Goſpel-Works. Howbeit, in the End of his Book, 


he would bring in the Active Obedience again, and. 


after he had by divers Arguments (which are dire- 


1 


— 


intitle, Scripture Fuſtification, Printed 1698, which 

has been well anſwered by Mr. Chauncy:; but becauſe I find it 

has done hurt, I thought ſomething further not unneceſſary. 
W 


ed, 


the Law for the Elect. He kept the Commandments for | 
them. This is uſually call'd the Active Obedience of 
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cced, not only againſt its being conſider d ſeparatehy, but 
againſt its being fulfilled in our ſtead) excluded it, then 


” he tells us, it is to be included in the Paſſive. Where» 


in if he means by the Active Obedience of Chriſt; 
his Obeying the Precept of the Law, he plainly contra» 


3 _ dis himſelf ; feeing he had before excluded it, in 
3 Compariſon with his Sufferings. But perhaps he 


means only his Aftiveneſs in Suffering; and if ſo, he 
goes about to deceive and blind the Eyes of his Rea- 


der. True, Chriſt was Active in Suffering, which 


made his Sufferings properly Obedience; but was 


there not Obedience to the Law, which is diſtin& 


enough from Suffering of the Penalty? Or, Are not 
Adam's Obedience in Innocency, and the Damned's 
888 in Hell, Things diſtant and different enough 
to be diſtinguiſhed ? Altho' in the Life of Chriſt, of - 
ring was mixed with Doing throughout; and He was in 
the higheſt Senſe Active in his Suſſerings; yet theſe 


things muſtnot be confounded. HisSuffering was 4 quo- 


dam agente, from without, from the Hand of God, of 
Men, or Devils: His Obedience was ab interno Prin 
cipio, from the Law within, written in his Heart. There - 
fore Doing and Suffering, as they are in two different Ca- 


tegories, ſo in Chriſt they are very clearly diſtinct. 


For altho' in the great Effects of our Juſtification and 
Salvation, they have a joint Influence; and Men 
may be too curious in aſſigning their diſtinct Efficacy: 
Let I think this Difference muſt be allowed, that the 
Active Obedience of Chriſt cannot properly he ſaid 
to be Saticſactory to Juſtice, for the Offence by Sin. 
And again, * * Suffering for Puniſhment gives Right 


and Tile nnto nothing, only ſatisfies for ſomething z 


© nor doth it deſerve any Reward. Howbeit, when 
in Chriſt ic was the higheſt A& of Obedience, and 
performed by ſo glorious a Perſon as the Son of God, 


— a I _ OO — De + Lees and a7] 


e 


9 


CI DN ES 


— way op nt 
— — 5 — — 
— — e 


— — 
1 * — — — 
N E _— — 
<a ˙ . — — — — —— „ | * 
: 
5 ; 


A vc — HAY AO En. ip io A — — 
. 


7 N * a a £5 
ot. N 4 * 
: n n 
N 


ꝙ— ek | 
N . - * * 


it was truly Meritorious of Acceptance with God, of 


Grate, and Glory. Yet the Redundancy hereof, (as 
* D>5tor Goodwin ſomewhere argues) could not ex- 
© caſe Obedience by Dung, becauſe not of the ſame 
Find, as neither the Redundancy of Merit in Doing 
could excuſe from Suffering; for the one anſwers to 
the Command, the other to the Threatning of the 
Law. * For, as the Lord Chriſt could not, by his 
© moſt perfect Obedience, ſatisfy the Curſe of the Law, 
© Dying thou ſhalt die; To by the utmoſt of his Se- 


© ring, he could not fulfil the Command of the Law, 


4 Dothis and Live. The frſt, and moſt direct effect 
therefore, of the Death of Chriſt, is Satisfaction for 


the Offence paſt; and from its infinite Worth it is al- 


fo Meritorious of Salvation: But that it is ſo of any 


Law, or Covenant, | no where read in my Bible. 


Had the Penalties faln on Us, it had been Suffering 
or Pani ſb ment only; but falling on Chriſt, it was the 


_ higheſt Obedience alſd. 


"Mr: Clark gives this Account of Chriſt's Righte- 
ouſneſs, lt is his obſerving the Law, Rule, Com- 


mand, given unto him by his Father, (Joh. 10. 18.) 


* it is particularly, His Conformity to the Law ẽ 
Mediation, or his obſerving the Articles of the 
© Covenant of Redemption. | anſwer, That Chriſt 


had received Commandment from the Father, what 


to ſpeak, and alſo de, is clear, Joh. 12. 49. C. 14, 


31. that there was a Covenant between the Father 


and Him, which yeu may call the Covenant of Redemp- 
tion, or Law of Mediation, I deny not; but when 
he is ſaid to be made under the Law, and fulfil the Law, 
Gal. 4. 4. Mat. 5. 17. it is the Law of Creation, or 
Ten Commandments, which we were under. The 
Texts ſpeak for themſelves. Now in Fulfilling this 


aw, he fulfill'd the Law of Medtarion, for that re- 


— — ———— —ep—p—ñ—ñ— — x ———— 8 — 


| EE OLE: 
Eo * 7 1 8 > I &# %. + n 
— D 3 Zo * - TREE We ' 2 4 N 1 . 
* a 4 * 1 bs * 
0 


- % 


5. . g nr'd 


8 „ as 8 "IR * 
— "WY * 1 * » 
Þ 2 n wm 7 
= LY 


quir'd him to fulfil the whole Law of God given tout. 
He dig it not of Himſelf, and therefore did it as re- 
quired of the Father; and therefote alſo did it as not 
for Himſelf - For it was in Purſuance of that Cove- 
nant which concern'd our Redemption. This Account 
of Chriſt's Righteonſneſs, that it is 4 Conformity to the 
Law of Mediation, &c. inſinuates, that Chriſt was 
not under the Law which we gare under, or that his 
Obedience thereto is no part of our juſtifying Righ- 
reouſneſs. lindeed it is the profeſſed Deſign 3 
elſe it might have been ſaid, that it is a Conformity to 
the Law of God, given to Adam; and to all Men. 
With what Sincerity then is it pretended, that his 
Active Obedience is included in his Paſſive, except 
the Deſign be equally to exclude the latter alſo? On 
this Notion of Cyiſt's Obeying the Law of Mediation, 
the new Method very much depends. I ſhall there- 
fore endeavour to prove, that Jeſus Chriſt obey d tbe 
Precept of the Lam for us: And only anſwer Mr. 
Clark's Objections, as they lie in my Way, and not 
follow him Step by Step, which was not the Deſign 
of this Underta ing. 1 be 44 85 ! DY 9 Ay , 
1. Jeſus Chriſt did keep and fulfil the very Lawof Cx 
ation, the Precept of the Moral Law perfectly, æuũ tothe 
utmoſt Extent thereof, | enquire not now after the 
Reaſoo, or End of it. (1.) His Nature was every 
way conformed to the Law, Pſal. 40. 8. The Law 1! 
within ny Heart: than which nothing could be more 
expreſſive of perfect Rectitude of Nature, and that 
in Conformity. to the Lam. He was not born in Sin, 
as Others are, Luke 1. 35. becauſe, not being natus 
rally in Adam's Loins, he was no Head to Chriſt, 
who therefore was not concern'd in Adams Cove- 
nant, or the Tranſgreſſion of it. (2) His whole. 
| Life was abſolurely, and in every Point, regulated 
by this Law; not only all his Actions and Words, 
but even his Thovghts alſo. He did never tranſgreſs 
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the leaſt Command, in the leaſt thing whatſoever; 
Did che Law require Love? In him was perfect 
Love; Sinners find it ſo. Did it require Innocency ? 
He was Innocent. He fail'd not in any Inſtance, ei- 
ther by way of Omiſſion, or Commiſſion, 1 Pet. 2, 
22. Heb; J. 26. Theſe Things will not be deny'd. 


And that the Law which he was under, was the very 


Law of Creation, the whole Moral Law, and that his 
Conformity and Obedience thereto was 1, Idem; the 


very ſame (only with Advantage on Chriſt's Part) 
which was found with innocent Adam, and ought 


to have been found with all his Poſterity, is ſo clear, 
chat I cannot conceive what ſhould be ſaid againſt 


it, For when the Rule was the ſame, and all his 


Adions ſquared thereby, his Obedience muſt needs 
be the ſame. Righteouſneſs and Holineſs is the 


very Image of God, and the End of Law. It was 


loſt in Adam; it is in part reſtored in Believers, 
> + 4g 24 But in its Perfection it was found ig 


* [tis ſaid by thoſe of the contrary Judgment, That 
being Man, He was zeceſſarily under the Law for 


Himfelf; and that he was thereby Qualify*d to of- 


fer up a Sacrifice acceptable to God, and available 
or us. i eee Dat EY) 

I Anſwer, 1. The Lord Chriſt was Born for us, 
Iſa. 9. 6. That altho' this Legal Obedience was 


© required of Chriſt by the Right of Creation, when 
© he was become Man; yet becauſe he was made Man, 


not for Himſelf, but for us, it was a part of his 


Humiliation, Satisfaction, and Merit, which God 
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* required 


2. The Lord Jeſus fulflrd this Righteouſneſs for - 
Others, obey'd the Precept of the Law for the Ele#, 


we eh co aw, jp. 


except Mr. Clark, as to this, who cxcellently proves, | 
' That Cbriſt was not bound to Obey the Law for Himſelf. Script. 
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© required and aerepted of hin for as, Ambs, Medol 


. 4. c 21, and? I no 
& 2 He was made under the Law for us- | I confeſs, 
? | the meaning of theſe Words, Ear us] neither inthe 


fotmer Head, nor in this, is the ſame as Cin our 
24 ſtead.] But he was neither born, nor made under the 
aw for ut, alrogether for our Sakes, and for our 
ry Salvation, unleſs it were for that End, that he might 
Yon do ſomething in aur ſtead; that the Law of God, be- 


he ing perfectly fulfl'd, Life and Salvation might be 
0 purchaſed for us, which could not be conferred with- 


ht out a perfect Righteouſneſs. He was born, and 
* made under the Law for us, that He might obey, and 
n | die in our ſt cad. | f 


his ; 3. Take ſome Scripture Teſtimony. In Gal. 4 4. 
ds We read, God ſent forth his Son, yer wer in yuramis 
he 5e fab rb, made of a Moman, made under the Law. 
vas ere made under the Law is reckon d as a diſtin& Act, 
185 from his being made of a Woman. For indeed, the 
In Ißraelites who were born under the Sinai Covenant, 
fob were under the Law, not only as the reſt of the 


. | World, but the Obligation was ſtrengthened by the 
ect, giving of the Law by Moſes, Now Chriſt was of 
hat that Race, and the Law took faſt hold of him, as be- 
for ing a Perſon Reſponſible, and the Man intended all a- 
of- long by God, when the Law was given, (as hath been 
ble ſhewn already) or elſe it had been a proper Cove- 
978 nant of Works to 1/rae!. So that here is a viſible 


us, being made under the Law, even MHoſes's Law, or the 
Was Ten Commandments, which did not reſult meerly 
hen from his being born of 4 Woman. And further, tho? 
far, Chriſt , J being made Man, were in ſome ſort 
his under the Law, by the Right of Creation; yet I 
200 cannot conceive that he had been under the Law, in 
— Statu Viatoris, for Eternal Life, for a Right or Title 


thereto, or in an humbled State, or in any other Senſe 
than Angels or glorify'd Saints are, or his humane 
| Nature, 
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Nature, the Forty Days after his Reſurrection here 
on Earth was, or now in Heaven is, if it had not 
been for our ſakes, That He being the Son of God; 
and Heir of all things, had any leſs Glory, was 
altogether for our ſakes. Nor can I think, that 
He had lived ſuch a Series and Length of Time in 
Humiliation, Obedience, and Subjection to the Law, 
and to Men (his Parents] by Virtue of it, if it had 
not been of Neceſſity, with reſpe& to the great 
Work of our Redemption, When'. Herod. ſlew the 
Infants, he might have been One, and have taken the 
neareſt Way to Glory. Who can ſay that he was 
not Qualiß d to have been a Sacrifice? ©! 
Taſtly, This Clauſe [made under the Law] has 
ſuch a Weight and Emphaſis in it, that it ſignifies ſome 
ſpecial Act of God, whereby he was conſtituted and 
put under the Law, in ſome further Senſe than wha 
was meerly Natural and Neceſſary» And the End of 
it is given, v+ 5- That He might redeem them that were 
under the Law; He was made under the Curſe of the 
Law, and 1 hope it will not be deny d, that that was 
in aur fteadi And if he were at all under the Precept 
ot the Law for Obedience, then 1 argue, his "whole: 
being under the Law, and Obedience to it, as ſo un- 
der it, is alcogether referred to this end, {rhe Rea 
ulerming of them that were under the Law.] And it is 
yet the more evident, becauſe his being made nndtr 
the Law commenceth, and taketh Date from his be- 
ing made of a Noman; ſo that all he did; his whole 
Life, was, as under the Law, and in Obedience to it; 
for our Redemption from it. n n 
Again, Once more look into Mat. 5, where we 
have a full and expreſs Teſtimony to this Truth, 
2. 17, 18. Think not that 1 am come to deſtroy the 
Lam, — I am not tome to deſtroy, but to fulfil. For 
Ghrift to fulfil the Law, is the ſame as to fulfil all 
2 .. Righteouſneſs 3 


S % 


FF 23. Sr DS WA 


N AL wy” 

Ty > 2 JS. * 
* *. 5 4 

C 


nn... ] ‚ * 
"34 | Fe IE > fe OWL AIG 
75 N 8 
_. * 
( J G 


| Righteouſneſs; Mat. 3. 15. which was by doing the 


Father's Will, and belonged to his bringing in an 


Everlaſting Righteonſneſs for us, Dan. 9. 24. He ſpeaks 


of his Fulfilling of it in his own Perſon; and as that 
which was the End of his Comirg, Now that which 
was the very End of his Coming was for us, and was 
referr'd to the Fnſtification and Salvation of Sinners, 
1 Tim. 1.15. He gives the Reaſon of his Coming 
to fulfil it, Mat. 5. 18. And that is taken from the 
Stability, Unchangeablenefs, and Eternal Veracity 
of the Law: It is fo Sacred and Agreeable to the 
Nature of God himſelf, that Heaven and Earth ſhall 
ſooner paſs away,” &c. For God cannot ceaſe to he as 
Holy in his Nature, and therefore muſt be as Holy 
in the Revelation of his Mill, as ever. There is not 


18 
£ 


a'Jot or Tittle to be abated. Surely the Ten Com- 
»andments are more than a JOT or TITTLE 
of the Law, * and therefore muff be intended. You'll 
fay, Who can thus fulfil the Law, as not to miſs of a 
Jot of Titcle? Chriſt tells us plainly, HE came to 
Fulfil it, V. 17. O Bleſſed Second Adam! And then 
when he preſently ſabjoins, Ver. 20. Except your 
Righteouſneſs exceed, QC. is it not plainly to tell us, 
that He therefore fulfilld the Law, that we might 
have a Righreouſieſs exceeding that of the Scribe 
and Phariſees; and that He Obeyed for us? The Nes 
eeſſity Jay here, It muſt be fo fulfilld, that Sinners 
might be juſtify d and ſaved. Again, when he tells 
us, that Hie came" to fulfill the Law, &c. and then 
proceeds: from V. 21. to expound the Command- 
ments, and ſhew their Spirituality; is it not clearly 
to tell us what Law He fulfilled, even theſe very Com- 
mandments, which could in no Wiſe paſs away, but 
maſt be thus exactly Fulfilled; ſeeing the End of 
their being given was Obedience? „ 
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One Scripture more I cannot forbear Quoting, viz. 


Rom. 5. 19. As by One Man's Diſabedience many were 


made Sinners, ſo by the Obedience of One ſhall many be 
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made Righteous, In this Context there is a Compari- 4 


ſon and Parallel carried on between the Two Adams, 
as Two Common Heads, and publick Perſons. How 
then were we made Sinners by Adam's Diſobedience ? 
I Anſwer, by the Guilt of that At of eating the for- 
bidden Fruit. How came we Guilty? I Anſwer, 
By.the Imputation thereof ; he ſtanding for all his 
Seed.. Some will ay, we are made Sinners only by 
the Propagation of. 4 corrupt Nature, which we re- 
ceive handed down from our. firſt Parents: And fo 


anſwerably are made Righteous, by the Communice- 
tion of a Holy Nature from Chriſt. , 1 Anſwer, then 


it might have been ſaid, By Ore Man many were 


have been ſpared. But it was not only i) one Man, 
dur by that very, Diſobedience. He diſobeyed and all 
were Sinners thereby, by that Act of his, Al dds ca- 
cer le u Q, by that Ore Diſobedience, V. 1 8. & 4 For as 


© toCorruption of Nature, that comes to be asin only as 


© itrefers to or is connected with the Guilt of an A# 
* of Sin, which cauſed it. If therefore that Corruption 
become truly and properly a Sin in us, as well as in 
him, He muſt neceſſarily be conſtituted a Publick 
Perſon; repreſenting us in Reſpect of that very 


Act of Sin. — For it is not the Want of Righ- 


* teouſneſs ſimply, which is a Sin, but as relating to 
* a Forfeiture. and loſing of it, which they are firſ 

guilty of who loſe it. In like Manner Jeſus Chril 

ſtood up as a Publick Perſon to raiſe up, redeem, anc 
Juſtify by his own' Perſonal Obedience, that we 
might be ſaved by Another Man's. Obeying for us, 
For it is not ſimply, by one Man we are mede 
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made Sinners, and this Word-[Diſobedience] might 
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righteous efficient! ly, as communicating Holbeß; . 
bur by One Man's Obedience, His Obedience is the 


F | Thing: By this welfare ſaid to be made ( ad] abahioor- 


Ter) or conſtitured Righteous, | But ſaith Mr. Clark, | 
This Text is to bei interpreted by Phil. 2. 8. He a 
came obedient anto Death: ; this being more Particu- 
lar, and that in-Romans more General. Anſwer, 1 
at to be as 
Particular as this; for When the Apoſtle ſpeaks 1 to 
the: Romans, of his Obedience, and it is no where lis i 
mited, it ought to be taken without Limitation, 3 
including his wöole O Obedience Which he performed 
for us. For as to that Text to the Philipians, it. 
be limiced to his Death ſtrict ly it will exclude all . 
his Sufferings, Agonies, Reptcheher before his Paſ- 
ſion on the Croſs.” if you include them, by the 
ſame Reaſon you inclode all his Adibe Obe ediente” For 
the Expreſſion is Lobedient unto Dearh,? not ohly in. 
Death, but thro bis whole ELON, unto Death: Tha N 
fame Principle of Love'an and Obedience, which acted * 
him all his Life, carry d him forth to the laſt 


Leden A of Obedience, the Offering himſelk * 
6855 Y 


That cb. ifPs At:ve Obedience was perfar md fy dE 
 Propie, is ſo well known to be the c commonly eh 4 q 
rine ot Proteſtants, that 1 need not ſtand to 
prove it. I ſhall only mention the Teſtimony of TW W WW•ö 
coufeſſedly. great'Men.' The one is Dr. 2258 He's 
Neither ought (ſays he) any Part of chat Obedi- 
* ence which is found in the Humiliation of Chriſt 


do be excluded from that Tony and Uſe Cviz. of 
Satisfaction and Merit. ] Again, in Sobjection 9 


5 «is Parents, which belongs to the Fl th Co 


ment, he ſnewed that he was ſubje | \ al 
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© fon of one Commandinent, and of all. (2.) Be-- 
5 aus E. ſe there! 18 n Part of Moral Obedience, which 

© ni ht ſeem more Forreign from hriſt the Letd” 
© of aven and Earth, than Subjection to Men. 
The öther. is * Mr. Clarkſon... l apprebend it (faith, 
© he * to be a Truth of ſome Moment, to the Honour 
Chriſt and Comfort of Believers, and this diſ- 

i chver d in the oh bel, andd aſſerted by the Commu- 
a lie of. Proteſtagr .Divines, from whom 1 would 
© dr pe tempted to ſtraggle, and wiſh others would 

B60 pon - lender. Ground, . eſpecially in our pre- 
. ircumlta nces, wherein Papiſts.make ſo great 

« 3h Marinee of. Stragglers, and; make it ie Mat- 

e no little Triumph, when chey ſee any Part 
the Lan Proteſtant Doctrine deſerted by its 

c Profe lors. 

dence to 

diene & for. us, even in our ſteadʒ and anſwers the 

Odjes jons ene; againſt the Docftine of Chriſt's 

AS 15. Obedience, Fulfilled for us. To which I refer 

e Rs. In Defence of this Doctrine, See alſo 

Dr, Omen.of Je keen, Ch. 12: thraugtion z/which 

Ie Dk is unanſwetable. ber 

I. would next remove ſome Objetiont, and con- 


Were he proceeds with great Evie. 


an [afy'd for Sin, there was no Nred he ſhenld 0. 
bey the 12 87 of 2hf' Lam for us; \ For if our Sins 


of Commiſſion are Pardon d by his- Death and 2 


ſhed,; gur Sins of Omi(ſip e Or W d of: Obedience 
are aſſo, 
Failyres in Obedience be Pardon'd: together with the 
other, thro? his Dent h. chen we ate rexkonꝰd to:haver 
done all:which the Law aequires, and need no other 
Righteouſaels, 
Need For. Chriſt's Obeying 4trochterns, becauſe all: 


— — 
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*Clakſor's Sermogs,) p. 254. d. Pi inter ou rt 


pol * | 0 our 


dan'd. Yd But ſif our Omiſſions and 


Hence they condclhde there is no 


hew.. that Chriſt performed perfect Obe 


1 
5X ä 
1 
= * 
LA. 
* 
4 7 4 
* e 
Y TY 
: 


clude this. 7 dt is objected f (Chriſt ſaſfer d 


Ry. 
5 

65 
5 


3 


2 PTY mk a * PET 
SE 2 7 rang, . J 5 
2 * r CF 9 a 

* 9 0 11 
* 


N | . ; . cu ng 
5 % _— * 7 
1 25 ; 1 | o N 
5 * „ F — & 
8 
ot. \ 4 
. K — 7 
K 5 
\ v 
% 


KN 
* 
* » 2 ” 
PETE 2 
- 


dur Comings ſhort are Pardon d thro” His 
I Anuſwer, It follows not. In every Sin of Om 
' fion are TWO Parts. (1.) Poſitive Offence, by a Con- 
_rempr of the. Authority of the, Law-girer. . (2.) 
Want of Actual Righteouſneſs, which was to ariſe 
out of Obedience. The Death of Chriſt makes Sa- 
tisfaction for the Offence that it may be pardon'd : 
_ His Active Obedience exhibits that Actual Righteouſ- 
neſs. Sins of Omiſſion (1 confeſs) do require Sa- 
Faction, as well as Sins of Commiſſion, ſeeing they 
do as truly offend in exceſſu, tho“ their whole Na- 
ture may ſeem to lie in defectu, in the Want of ſome- 
"thing which we ought to have. Vet, we are not 
found Doers, or actually righieous, by the bare Par- 
don of Sins of Omiſſion. 8% er ing for Offences of any 
Kind, is not of the ſame Nature with doing of What 
is required. And tho''a Man ſuffers for à Fault of 
Omiſſion, yet it had been more Acceptable to have 
done his Duty. And tho” Sati faction be given, and 
receiv'd for the Offence, yet he is not counted wor- 


thy of a Reward which had been due upon Obedience. 
Sd that tho the Offence be Pardoned, yet {fill an 
A ual Righteouſneſs is wanting, which was to ariſe 
from Obedience. Howbeit, if I could give no other 


Anſwer, I would ſay, It belongs to chat Abundance 
_ of Grace and the Gift of Righteouſneſs, whereof the 
Apoſtle ſpeaks, Rom. 5. 17. And that there might 
be ſuch a plentiful Abundance, and that the Law 
might clearly and diſtinttiy be honoured both in its 
Precept and Penalty, Chriſt Obe) d the former, as 
J , TAETED.. ⅛˙¹Z]j ] . 
A main Argument preſſed earneſtly by Mr. Clark, 


in the Book before- mentioned, P. 106. is that 


Chriſt's AFive Obedience can be referr'd to none 

of all the Offices of . Jeſus Chriſt, neither to his Pro- 

phetical, Prieſtly, or Kingly Office; and therefore was 

nod at all performed by * for us. | 1 5 
| FS ; 


doth. For we are Ruled by Chriſt, not only as a 
© King, by Laws, Externally, but by him internal- 


_ ſeeing I find Chriſt's Alive Obedience in Scripture, 
' it ſhould make no Heſitation with me, could I refer 
it to none of his Offices. This Argument therefore 
js without a Foundation, tho? he builds much opon 
it. But depart not from the received Diſtribution 
of Chriſt's Offices. His Active Obedience then he- 
longs to his Priefily Office. Whatſdever he did as 
Surety, doth ſo, Heb. 7. 22. But this, he did as Sure- 
ty, which 1 ſhall by and by endeavour to ſhew. 
As to what this Author faith, Pag. 107. © That 
_ *Chriſt*s Righteouſneſs belongs equally to Him, in 
_ © Reſpe&of all his Offices, and that it no more be- 
*longs to Chrift to fulfil all Righteouſneſs for us, 


together ſurprizing, and certainly is a n 
: ac $1 22 92 | tend. 
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i as the Members by the Head, Cc. 50 ſay, 


* as Prieſt, than as Prophet or King; lt is to me al- 
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; G ane 
tending to exclude Chriſt's S frings, (which beyr 


& 


b | 
of M Controverſy were undergone, by him as a Prieſt } 
ts from having any more Part in juſtifying Sinners, 


ſo than what he did as Prophet or King; which 1 think. 
i would gratify a Socinian well. But if his Righteouſ- 
nd neſs as Pref (and that only) hr a juſtifying Righte- 


dſe ouſneſs, then (perhaps) Mr. Clark was aware that 
d- his Active Obedience, being confeſſedly of one en- 
he tire Piece with his Paſſive might be included under 
xn his Prieſtly Office. . e 
N. - He further objecteth, There was no ſuch Thing 7ypi- 
Re- fied by any Thing which the Prieſts diil under the Lam. 
na I Anſwer, There muſt have been a Man come down 


to from Heaven, in the Manner that Chriſt did, if 
sof W Any had been a Perfect Type of Him in all Thiags. 
his And tho' it did not belong to the Prieſts under the 
t ail Law to obey for the People, becauſe of the Imper- 
wich fection of their Prieſthood z/ yet it might belong to 
cure Jeſus Chriſt „ who is Aa Sarety of A better Tejt ament * 
as a And it muſt be own*d thePrieſts were very imperfect 
:nal- Types of Chriſt's Suretiſnip. And why might not 
ſay, Aelchiſedecłk be a Type of Chriſt herein? He is 
{aid to be firſt King of Righteonſneſsthen King of Peace, 
and Prieſt of the moſt High God, Heb. 7. Doubt 
leſs his Righteouſneſs and Peace whereof he is ſaid to 
be King, were a part of the Glory of his Prie- 
hoo; for that is the great Thing, with Reſpect to 
which the Apoſtle brings him in. And as theſe are ful- 
filled in our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, Righteouſneſs and 
Peace do not only belong to his Kingly Office, but 
eſpecially to his Frieftly Office; and Feace comes in 
by: Righteouſneſs. Now He is ſaid to be Mg of them 
| becauſe there is à Royal. Dignity, Severeignty and Glory 
ſhed on his Prieſtbood:' Grace reigneth thro* Righteouſ- 
neſs, Rom. 5. 21. Grace hath erected a Kingdom. 

80 Righteouſneſs and Peace reign by Jeſus Chriſt. 
His Kingdom is a Kingdom wherein that glorious 
E 4 EKigb. 
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Righteouſneſs and Peace of his Prieſthood, are 
diſplay'd and glorify'd. So that the Glory of his 
Kingdom is, that the Righteouſneſs and Peace of his 
Prieſthood have the chief Rule,and bear ſway therein, 
Zech. 6. 13. In which Manner, Fer. 23. 5, 6.maybe 
interpreted to the abundant Conſolation of Believers. 
And what were the High Prieſt's Garments,where- 
in he miniſtred co the Lord? What was the mean- 
ing of this rich and coſtly Apparel, this glorious 
Attire? With the Names of the Children of Iſrael 
born before God, and Holineſs to Fehovah, written 
upon the Plate of his holy Crown faſcen'd on the Mi- 
tre? It was to ſignify as far as could be Typed out, 
the Holineſs of the Nature, and Life of our great High: 
Prieſt, who appear d in the Diſcharge of his Prĩeſtiy 
Office, and now appears in the holy Place as perfect 
Holineſs to Jehoavh; and that for hisChildren, bearing 
their Names upon his Breaſt- plate (as it were) and 
upon his Shoulders. Laſthy, What was the Meaning of 
the Law, even the TenCommandments being put into 
the Ark, and there preſerved; but to ſignify its being 
Let and fulfill d in Feſus Chriſt? e e 
But, ſaith Mr. Clark, There is nothing of it [Chriſt's 
Active Obedience] in the Epiſtle ro the Hebrews, where 
the Apoſtle treats largely on the Prieſthood of Chriſt. 
I agſwer, If it be in other Scriptures it is ſufficient. 
But | ckink he is miſtaxen. I have already ſpoken of 
Aelchiſedec. And in the ſame Epiſtle we read, Tho? 
ha were a Son, yet learned be Obedience by the things he 
ſuffer'd, Heb. 5. 8. Obedience there is diſtingurſhed 
from his Syfferings. I grant it is not expreity ſaid 
here, that it was in our ſtead; yet is there mention 
made thereof, even when he is ſpeaking of his 
V rieſi had. And being made perfect, V. 9. viz. thro? 
Soſſerings, (Heb. 2. 10.) for that was the laſt and 
| Haiſhing Stroke of his Obedience wherein all ter- 
minated and was perfeQed. Hz became the * 
. | 5 
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of Eternal Salvation, viz, By his entire and whele 


Obedience, and Sufferings before mentioned. And 


again, Such an Higb-Prieſt became us who if holy, 
harmleſs, &c. Ch. 7. 26. There was no Neceſſity 

the High · Prieſts under the Law ſnould be ſuch; bar 
the true and great High- Prieſt muſt excell them. 
Nor doth he fay, [Such it became Him to be] as 

pointing out only a Qualification for Sacrihcing 
Work: But [It became %]] it was neceſſary for 2, 
on our Account. I take it, that the Purity and Ho- 
lineſs of Chriſt, both in Nature and Life, are 
intended in this laſt mentioned Text, as belonging 
to Chriſt in his Prieſtiy Office. It is ſtrange that 
Men are ſo ſore afraid of too much Grace, of too 
much Conſolation in Chriſt Jeſus ! nnd 


Our Author hath yet another Argument, viz. 


What Chrift did or ſuffer'd in our ſtead, we need 
© not do or ſuffer: But we are ſtill bound to obey 
the Law, therefore he did not obey in our ſtead. 
He addeth, *© Becauſe he underwear the Curſe and 
© Penalty of the Law, therefore we need not un- 
© dergo it, but are excuſed from it: And if we need 
not ſuffer, becauſe Chriſt hath ſuffer'd in our 
* ſtead; no more need we to obey, becauſe 
* Chriſt hath obey d in our ſtead. Here he ſab- 
joyns that which is ordinarily the Anſwer hereto : 


And it is a good Anſwer, viz. That as, tho? Chriſt 


dy'd in our ſtead, yet we muſt die: So, tho” he 
obey?d in our ſtead, yet we muſt obey 3 but not 
for the ſame Ends and Purpoſes as he did. As we 
don't ſuffer to ſatisſie Divine Juſtice, ſo neither do 
we obey to merit Life and Salvation thereby. Now] p 
Mr. Clark's Reply to this, (for ought i ſee) don't at 

all weaken it. For whereas he faith, By Chriſt's 
* Death true Believers are abſolutely freed from 


' © ſuffering any part of the Penalty of the Law; that 


+ their Death is quite of another Nature than 
, „ © Chriſt's 
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needs have Dy'd. juſtice could admit all to go 


r 


© Chriſt's Death; that tho' Chriſt's Death be of the 
* ſame Nature in a Phyſical Senſe, both conſiſting 
© ina Separation of Soul and Body, yet in a Moral 
© Senſe they are of as different Natures as may be. 
Is not all this ſaid and ſuppoſed in the Anſwer which 
he replies to? And is it not hence inferred, that 
therefore our Obedience may have Place, for a quite 


Aren End, altho' Chriſt has obey d? Howbeit, 


he hence concludes, that the Argument ſtil} holds 


good, in regard of Suffering, that becauſe Chriſt 
fuffer d we need not ſuffer. I deny it, if he ſpeak of 


Suffering and Death abſolutely. and materially : But if 
he mean other wiſe, (as indeed hedoth) that we need 
not ſuffer ehe Curſe, he has return'd juſt no Anſwer 
at all 3 but has only ſaid Believers need not die un- 
der the Penalty of the Law, neither do ſo: And 
cherefore clearly his Conſequence is not good, that 
we need not obey for ſome other End, if Jeſus Chriſt 


_ obeyed for us. 


Chriſt's Obedience reſpected the Law as a Cove 
nant e Qurs, as a Directory or Rule. His Obedience 


Was to obtain a Title to Eternal Life; Ours is for 


other Ends. Our Obedience ought to be merially 
the ſame as his, but not aimed at that End. I only 
fay [it ought to be,] for 1 dare ſay, notwithſtand- 
ing our beſt Obedience, there is need enough that 
Chriſt ſhould have: obey'd the Law fully. And 
there is no Danger here of the ſame Debt being paid 
twice ; 85 it would be in part, if Believers ſufferd 
Penaliy. Neither our Obedience, nor our Sufferings, 
are veceſſary to ſatisfie Divine Juſtice, to juſtifie our 
Perſons, and obtain a Title to Life. The Ons ap- 
Pears in the Salvation of Ele& dying lafants, and 
Roch as the Thief upon the Croſs ; for whom Cbriſt 


* mult needs have obeyd. The Other, in the Tranſh- 


tion of Erzecb and Elijah; for whom Chriſt muſt 
that 
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that Way (elſe it could have admitted none) if it 


were the Pleaſure of God. Hence it is we are not 


under the Law, as Chriſt was for us, to obey it ro 


chat End, For he is the End of the Law, | for Righte= 
ouſneſs.) As to that Matter of working out a ju- 
ſtifying Righteouſneſs, he is altogether the End of it. 


. 77% Cbrift ſaſſer d the Penalty of the Lam, the 


Curſe and Threatning thereof, for us, even the ſame 


which was our Due. | 

The Suffering of Chriſt for us is owned by all pro- 
feſſing Chriſtianicy : His ſuffering in our ſtead, is 
owned by all except Socinians; ſave that ſome who 


would not beſo accounted, have of late been mincing 
the Matter, and diſguiſhing upon this Ex preſſion, 


till they ſcarce know what themſelves mean by it. 
He dy d [ſo] in our ſtead (ſay they) as to ſecure the 
Honour of God in his Law, that he can go upon 
lower Terms wich us, and accept of a Guoſpel-Obe- 


dience of our own, for a juſtifying Righteouſneſs. 


If the Death of Chriſt was onlv a Compliance with 


the Law of Mediation, and not the very Curſeof the 


ſame Law that we had broken, whatever the Efett 
of it may be to us ward, or however, in ſome im- 


proper Senſe, it may be interpreted to have been in our 


ſtead; yet in a preper and firi# Senſe it cannot be 
fo. An Exchange it is not, however it may be 
thought to be meritorious on our Behalf, at leaſt 


conditionally, upon our Obedience, &c. Chriſt 
died in our ſtead, that is (ſay ſome) that we might 


not die. The Meaning of which, in plain Terms, 
is, that we might live; but how? By our own Obedi- 


ence, and fulfilling a Goſpel-Righteouſueſs. But this 
is not dying in our ſtead preper/y; that Law and ju- 


ſtice ſhould reſt /arisfy'4 in his glorious Performances. 


The Sacrifices of Old were offer'd in the Room 
of the Offender; whoſe laying his Hand thereon, 
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Do. 
(Lev. 1. 4. md; 3. 2.) ſignify-d the'fransferring of 
his Sin 55 Guilt unto his Victim. As if be ſhould 
ſay, 1 freely own I have deſerved to die, for ſach 
and ſuch Sins; But, Lord, by thine Appointment, 
1 bring here a Sacrifice, a Poor Beaſt ro die for me, 
Accept it in my ſtead. Tis true, theſe Sacrifices 


could not do away Sia, (Heb. 10. 1.) but were re- 


ferred in their whole Typical Nature and Uſe to 
Chriſt's Sacrifice, thro? which there is a Real and 


Eternal Forgiveneſs, whereof that Political Forgive- 
neſs, which was by thoſe Sacrifices, was only a Type. 

Again, this Word [for] «vz}, d with Reſpect 
to Chriſt's Death runs thro? the New Teſtament. 


| To give bis Life a Ranſom FOR many. FOR the unjuſt. 


FOR the Sucep; and the like.“ Whereby nothin 
leſo is meant than his dying in our very room 100 
ead. For, he was under the Sentence of Death 
and Obligation to die by the Law, either on his 


| own Account, or on ours For there is no Obligation 


to Death, bur on Account of ſome Breach of the 
Law, and by Virtve of the Pœnal Sanction thereof. 
Bur it is clear, He that never offended, could nor be 
cat off for hemſelf, Dan, 9. 26. Therefore it muſt 
be, by coming into o. Place, under our Law-Obli- 


garion wo Death, in our ſtead and Place, 2 Cor. 
1 . | : 


/ 


III 9000 Christ falle the Precept, and affe d 


Ab Peralty of the Law as our SURETY. If it be. 


own'd that he obey'd, and dy'd, properly in our 
Fend, there will be no great need to diſpute this 
Point. For, that he obey'd and ſuffer'd in our ſtead, 
mult needs be founded in rhe Relation of Swreryſhip. 

And ler Men rake heed how they diſtiaguiſh here, 
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leſt they loſe all tbe Ground and Footing that 


themſelves and others ſtand upon for Salvation. It 


is a Doctrine ſo Fundamental, ſo ſweet and comfor - 


table, that it ſeems ſtrange to me, that any who 
koow the Terrour of the Lord, and are truly concern'd 
about the Glory of Chriſt, and their own · Saluation, 
ſhould once open their Mouths te Eclipſe the Glory 


ot it. 1 confeſs that jeſus Chi iſt is hut once called 


a Surety in the Scripture, Heb. 7. 22. hut that is 
ſufficient to warrant the Uſe of that Word; eſpeci- 


ally when che Thing intended by it, is held forthin 


the whole Scripture. HAART s 
1. It is Objectea here, That he is called the Surety 
of a better Teſtament; hereas it ſhould ſeem, if it 


vuvere the Covenant of Works he were to fulfil and 


ſatis fie for the Breach of, in our ſtead, he had been 
a Surety of that Covenant, not of the better Teſta- 
ment. I anſwer, that this better Teſtament, as here 


conſidered by the Apoſtle, is oppoſed to the Firs 
Teſtament, vir. that Covenant, or Teſtament, 
made with IJſrael at Sinai, as is declared, Hieb. 8. 


And more eſpecially it is the Levitical and Ceremonial 


Part of that Covenant, which he bath a Reſpect 
unto in this Epiſtle to the Hebrews. Now then, 
there is a Compariſon between the Prieſts after the 
Order of Aaron, and Jeſus Chrift: And the Pre- 

ference in theſe Words (as indeed in the whole 


Compariſon) is given to Chriſt, Heb. 7. throughout . 
It is clearly inſinuated here, that the Hygurbrieſt 


under the Law (as a Type of Chriſt), was a Surety. 
Suretyſhip then belonged 


of that Teſtament. 
to tne Pricſthocd,; aud it belongs to Cs Fries 


hond, which is a Conſideration as great aud 
glorious, as it is ſweet: and comfortable, 80 


chat in the whole Execution of bis Y ite, he 
was à Surety for us, and did it as a eh Aud 


v hed he was the Sute ty of them G; nz he was. 
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not the Procurer of that Covenant, but a Prieſt mi- 
niſtrimg to God, not in the way of the Old Teſtament, 
which was dedicated by the Blood of others, Heb. g. 
 18.—-23. but eſtabliſhing and ratifying a. New 
Teſtament, by his own molt. Precious Blood. For 
the way ct thoſe Prieſts, and that Teſtament, was 
to offer the Blood of Bulls and Goats; but the way 
of this Prieſt, Surety, and Teſtament, is to offer 
unto God, the Blood of his own Dear Son. He is 
indeed the Surety of the New Teſtament, to procure 
and purchaſe all the Benefits of it ; but that muſt be by 


obeying and ſufferivg in our ſtead. So that till he was 


à Surety for us God ward, Heb, 5. f. and that with 
Reſpect to the Bleſlings. of the New Covenant, for 


the Procurement of them; which was done by his 


great and glorious Obedience, in the Diſcharge of 
his Prieſt ly Office. M ee ie 


« 


2. le is ſaid,” Chriſt is a Surety indeed, but not ac- 


cording to the common Notion of it among Men, not 4 
AMoney=Surety, That is, (as | underſtand it) not by 
way of Exchange, to lay down the ſame price, which 
was from us due; but to lay dowa a Price, that\ 
might ſecure the Hondür and Glory of God, as 
Law. giver, ſo far, chat he might eater upon New: 
Terms with us, and accept of a Goſpel- Obedience 
at our Hand, iaſtead of a perfecLaw/Righteouſneſs. 
Aiſper. (1.) Thus Chriſt would be a Surety 
no otherwiſe than a Man is ſo, who by paying ſome 
part of the Price, procures au exaſperated Creditor 
to accept of a Compoſition. ( 2.) Thus he is made 
a Proturer of the Nem Covenant ix ſeh, which is at 
once inconſiſtent with hĩs being the Surety of it, and 
is no where affirmed in the whole Book of God. 
Now it is ſtrange, if this were Chriſt's principal + 
Work, to purchale a New Covenant, that ic ſhould 
he no whe aſcribed to him. But the making a 
Ney Cove Hal is aſcribed to the „ y 
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God, as the only Cauſe, Heb. 8. 8. And thoſe 


things which are required in a way of Duty on our 
part as Faith, Repentance, &c. tho theſe rhings 
chemſelves, as Bleſlings given and communicated, 
are Effects of the Death of Chriſt, yet as preſeribed 
as matter of Duty to us, they are not the Effect of 
his Death, Vid. Dr. Owen on Heb, 7. 12. p. 
223, 224. (3. Whereas. the Srreſs of the 
Objection lies very much againſt his paying the 


very ſame Obedience, and bearing the ſame Puniſhment 


required at our Hand. I have already ſpoken to the 
former; and as to his S-ferings:and Death, it was 
ſurely the ſame with the Threatning and Curſe due to 
us. It is true, Spiritual Death, in Depravation of 
Nature, Blindneſs of Mind, and Hardneſs of Heart, 
could not poſſibly touch our Lord jeſus, nor can it 


be ſuppoſed fo to do without Blaſphemy; for this 
would have deſtroyed his whole Undertaking: - 


Chriſt was a Sinner only by Inmputation, and that not 


of Neceſſity, by Adam's Covenant, (which is the way 


that Depravation of Nature comes on us) wherein 
Chriſt was not concern d, but by Voluntary 
Suſception. Again, Spiritual Death was not any 
part of Puniſhment, by way of Suffering and Pain; 
and therefore not required to make Satisfaction. 
Nor has it firſtiyj and ſolely. the Nature of Puniſn- 


ment; as if it took its Riſe only from the Threat- 


ning of the Law; but it has ferſtly the Nature of 
Sin, and Contrariety to the Precept of the Law, be- 
ing a natural neceſſary Effect of the firſt Breach there - 


of; and when it has the Nature of Puniſhment, this 
is a Secondary Thing, and ſuperadded by God's Con- 


ſcitution to its Original Nature. I therefore coa- 
tend, that Chriſt bore the /ame, the Idem of the 
Curſe, only as to that Penal Evil, which has a Re- 
lation only to the Threatning of the Law, as a Curſe, 
and not alſo to the Precept thereof, as a Sin; _ 

R e which 


Wat RL, | 
which (on that Account) can alone be Satifactory. 
He bore the ſame Curſe which was due to us, viz: 
Death and the M rath of God, which is the whole of 
Painful, Puniſhment. 

I would be underſtood, of the Eſence and Subſtance 
of the Curſe. For, . 1 0 . 
1. It was not neceſſary that Chriſc ſhould de- 
ſcend tothe Place of the damned; for this is but a Cir- 
cumſt ance. 1 think it may truly be ſaid (tho? I deny 
not a Local Hell) that the Faln Angels carry their 
Hell about with them; and alſo, that Chriſt ſuſtain'd 
the Pains of Hell: In which Senſe Calvin (laſtitut. I. 
2. c.. § 8, and 10.) underſtands that Article of the 
Creed, {He deſcended into H] and not of the 
. Grave; for then why is it diſtinguiſhed from being 
CBuried?] — © It was neceſſary (ſaith he) that Chriſt 


* ſhould feel the Severity of Divine Vengeance; 


whereby he might both undergo God's Anger, and 
© fatisfie his Righteous judgment; from whence alſo it 
behoved him to conflict (as it were) Hand toHand. 
with the Hoſts of Hell, and with the Horrors of 
Eternal Death Therefore he is ſaid to have” 
© deſcended to Hell, when he ſuffer'd that Death 
which is inflicted on the Wicked by an angry God. 
It ſufficeth therefore that Chriſt ſuffef d both the 
Punifhrtient of Pain, and alſo of L. The former 
is evident. And as to the latter, it is clear Chriſt 
ſuſtainꝰd the Hidings of the Father's Face from him: 
As to ſenſible Eajoyments, and Commiinion, he was 
as ne r If HHH. Who cap expreſs the Darkneſs his 
bleſſed Soul was in, bothin his Agony and on the Croſs? 
2. It was not neceſſary that Deſpair ſhovld' take 
bold of him. Tho' this is a part of the Miſery of the 
Damsaed, and of the Second Death, yet- it is not (I 
conceive V ſſential to the Curſe, but Heiden al; 
arfpſing from che Kobwledge and Senfe of utter 1% 
b ey everto mike Atronemeit and Satsfaction. 2 
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of Sufferings, that Blackneſs of Horror and Deſpair 


F 


would ceafe- No Jefus Chriſt: knew very well; 


. * « .. 


that he ſhould ohtaih a gloribus Victory, rhakewfull 


ſatisfaction, and otercome Death in the Conflict. 
3. It was not neceſſary that Chriſt'sSufferings ſnould 
be Eternal. Afl able reſponſibleperſon may pay the ſame 
Sum, in few Hburs, that another is not W pay his 
whole Life Time. The Sufferings of the Damned, even 


to Eternity; ca never make ſatisfa&ion. They are to 


all Eternity, pay ing tie Debt; but Jeſus Chriſt. being 
the Son of God having Infinite Power, was able to do 
it at once. For do but conſider tie Infinite Worth and 
Dignity of the perſon, who did, and ſuffer d all this for 
us. It was no other than God intarnate, God in the Fleſt. 
Be aſtoniſhed,Oye Heaven, at this! How greit muſt be 
the Value of every Act ot Obedience? How unutterable 
is the Worth'of his'Humiliation, Sorrows, Sufferings 
and Death, tho? fulfill'd in ſo ſhorr a ſpace of Time:? 
For when' every Act of Obedience is multiplied. by 
innumerable Millions of Millions, and finiteSufferings 
multiply d by Infinite, who can caſt vp the Sum total, 


and tell us what the Product i? 


. 


Nay, But then Ju I ay; Ne arb upon the Rocks h 
he oth band for that which” ir over and above, in 
worth and value, is not the ſame; but ſomething diffe- 


the ot hey 


rent, ſomething more excellent. But ſtop a little, and 
conſider, that the Super- Excellency and Worth 
ariſeth not from hence, that it was ſome ater thing, 
which was paid down to Divine Jüſtice, than what 
was from us due; büt from the Super- excellent 
"Glory and Dignity of the Perſon paying the ſame: 
For from him, it amounts to infinitely more than had 
it been from it could have done. As for Example, 
an Act of Love to God, or his Neighbour, in Obe- 
Uience to the Law, tho materially the ſame j Jet 
85 3 | F | a 


Hell (tho it would ill be tray Hell) were there hy: 
Hope of ever making ſatisfaQionz-thro* continuance: 
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as frombimg it had a Luſtre and Br ichtneſs upon it; 
which the Obedience even of Angels bath not. 
Tbere is a certain Infinireneſs in Sin, [ Quoad Ob- 
jeltum) becauſe it is againſt an Inſini God, which 
therefore brings à Puniſhment of Infinite Dur ation, 
becauſe it cannot be ſatisfied for by finite Creatures: 
But now comes an Infinite Perſon, Jeſus Chriſt, whoſe 
Dignity ſheds an Infinite worth upon his Temporal 
Sufferings; and fully recompenceth for that Infinite 
Duration of Miſety that we were to have undergone. 
So that here are the Temporal Sufferings of an Infinite 
8 for the Eternal Suffe rings of Finite Creatures. 
The sufferings of Chriſt then, as to the Matter and 
Subſtavce of the Puniſhment and Curſe; were the Idem, 
the ſame which we were to have horn ; that is, He 
- bore. and endured the ſame for 4 Time, which we 
were to have endured Eternaly. For there is no- 
thing worſe or more dreadful in Hell, than the 
Wrath af God poured into the Soul. The Suffering 
of Chriſt's Soul were unſpeakable. The Wrath d. 
God due unto us fell upon him. And as to the Mat- 
ter of Duration. here is Tandundem; an Equivalent, 
and ſome what more prevalent in n 3 
If it be urged that Eternity was in the Threatning, 
[Thou bale die, i. r. Eternal Death, ] and therefore 
is of the Eſſence of the Puniſhment due. I am not 
greatly ſollicitous hereabout. For if it be ſo, it is 
therefore ſo, becauſe of the Weakneſt of Finite Crea: 
tures, whoſe undergoing Temporal. Death could 
not ſatisſie for Sin: But this is fully anſwer'd in 
Chriſt, whoſe Temporal Sufferings are therefore 
ſatisfactory, becauſe he was the Son of Gd. | 
The whole World were under the Curſe : For it 
is written, Curſed it every one, &. Gal. 3. 10, 13. | 
Bat Chriſt hath. redeemtd us from the Eurſe.of the Lam, | 
being made a Curſe for us. He was made the ſame Þ 
an dien e le N Ae 
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He wrought with his Hands, i g. 3:. wore A 
Crown of Thorns; was hatiged on 4 Tree; all the 
Fruits of the Curſe, and viſible Tokens of his bear- 
ing it, Gen. 3. 18, 19. Deut. 21. 23. The Sum 
is, Chriſt was under the /am? Law that we are under 
and jeg anger the very Curſe thereof (and not only 
under the Law of Mediation, excluſive of the Law wi 
had broken) he ſuſtain*d the very Wrath of God which 
was our due, Mat. 26. 37-44. C. 27. 46. Luk. 22. 44. 
Thus much I ſhall, (thro? the Grace ot God) and no 
more (ia this matter) ani I conceri d to contend for. 
It is therefore truly ſaid Chriſt died our Death; 
gave his & Soul for ohr Souls, his Body for our 
© Bodys. .* So great g (aich another Author) is the 
Seyerity of Divine Juſtice, as er be no Re- 
© concillation, unlels Juſtice be farisficd by ſuffering 
of the whole Puh pn that was due And fo 
< great is the Loviag-kindneſs of the Son towards us, 
that he grudged not for our ſakes, to bring upon 
« himſelf this inflaite Load of Wrath, which: our 
© Frailty had never been able to ſuſtain. He allo 
excellently diſcourſeth that Chriſt,with all his Works 
and Benefits, is wholly. ours, that all he did was 
done entirely for our ſake, &c. Another later 
Author, and a very great Man, I find ſpeaking 
thus. The Satisfaction of Chriſt doth admirably 
© accord with the Majeſty of the Divine Govern- 
ment, when the Deſign was to receive the moſt 
© heinous Offenders into the greateſt Nearneſs, and 
© Familiarity with God. A Regreſſion became not 
© the Majeſty of Heaven; God's Original Conſtitu- 
< tion that Connected Sin and the Curſe, was juſt. 
He abides by it, reverſeth it not: To have re- 
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clememis Rom. Epiſt. ad Corinth. , 5. 49. 
+ Fox in the Book before quoted, FS © Bones 8 | 
Mr. Howe, {econd part ot his Living Temple - 
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© verſed it vras net to have ind! ged the Offenders, 
© bur himſelf. I conceive, alike Argument may. be 
ged touching Chriſt's, Aye Obedience. God's 
Origial Conſtitution, that connected the Precept 
promiſed Reward, was juſt He abides by it, 
PEP ſes it not: To have reverſed i it were to judge 
himſelf, to o gratifie the Sinner. k 
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Proving, That the R; He eſs ful led ty 
8 Chris. in bis 155 1 fuel by 
ence and Suffering, is. that juſtifying Righ- 

. = zeonſreſe, which is i ls. tan to "86 
Beli leverr. 5 

＋ 71 are. Thane Points 5 1 PET ſpeik unto 

1 here; in ſo many Propoſitions, 1. That this 


75 R: phreonſneſs of Chriſt, whereof we have been 


treating, is a Believer's juſtifying, Righteouſneſs 


| before God. 2. That this Righteouſneſs is Imputed 


to all Believers, it is unto, and upon them. 3. It is 
upon them withaut Difference; ſo that there are no 
Degrees of Juſtification. © 

J. That this very Righteouſneſs of, Chrift, (bfiima ma 
Chriſti Fuſtitia) uſually called his Active and. Paſſive 
Obedience, is a Believer s juſtifying Righteouſneſs before 
God. I have already proved, that the Law muſt be 
perfectly obey d; that Jeſus Chriſt did ſo obey it, 
and that as à Surety in the ſtead of thoſe for whom 
he undertook ;_ Hence 1 it follows by irreſiſtible Con- 


— — 

* Of Chriſt's ene the idim, ſee Dr. Owen on the Heb. 
V. a. Exer cit. V. p. 80, And his Treatiſe of the Death of | 
Ebrift, 4 0. . 8 


ſequence, 


PF 


cation may be, nay, muſt be, by ati Inherent Righte- 


Which are of late afferted not to be derogatory to 


Righteouſueſs might juſtifie us (ſay others.) And 


0% 0 
thoſe he dy d for, unto, Juſtification, unleſs he 


hriſt 


"I. 


W 5 wu 


Righteoufneſs is that which juftifies, 
commends to God, as a Believer's' own Righteouf- 
neſs, If this be deny'd, it feaves room for 'Maits 
Righteouſneſs and Works to come in; as much as a 
Papiſt, or Arminian need to deſire. Still our Juftif- 
ouſneſs, by Goſpel Works, (as they call them) 
Grace. altho' they be reſpected as a juſtifying 'Righ- 
teouſneſs. Chriſt merited, that we might merit 
(lay the Papiſts) Chriſt merited, that our Goſpel 


furely this is the higheſt Effect that can be aſcribed 
_ TY ä 


* 15 10 00 
f git, to juſtiße us before God : And it is to make 
4 Chriſt's Righteouſneſs ſubordinate to Koh They 
call. ours indeed. the ſubordinate. . th 10 2 
th not 'the Material, being an * nel Wale 
foo as near,-nay nearer the ect than an na 
erstorious Cauſe? So that this is Yoking Chi and 
4955 together, balting between Grace and Warks, 
other s Righteouſneſs and our own, 3 
I is Chrift's Righteouſneſs it ſelf therefore: CL 
that alone let me ſtand, O Lord, at thy Judgment Seat, 
efore thy dreadful Tribunal! J And hence. it's call d, 
the Righteouſneſs 7 God, Rom. 1. 17. which being 2 


5 5 Text, I may (according to Mr. Clarks | 


ble) explain by one more Particular, viz. 2 Pet, 
1. 15 The Righteouſneſs of God, and our Saviour, J. 4 
Chris. This Text explains all thoſe New I. 
ment Texts that ſpeak of the Righteouſneſs of God: 
it is Cbriſt's Righteouſneſs, who is God and our Far 
viour: ' And why the Rightepuſdeſs of God? Rom, 
1. 19. Becauſe the Righteouſneſs of Aen is inf uff 


N 


Gent, And why a Righteouſneſs Reveal d, but 


ol. it was Avothers ? For our own is known * 

Nature, and is never ſaid to be Reveal d. But this 
Heavenly Righteouſneſs is altogether above Senſe 
and Reaſon; and therefore if it is not Reveal d, Men 
are always diſputiag againſt ir. And why Reveal'd 
#0 Faith, from, one Degree of it to another? Even 
becauſe Faith it /elf, Ti credere, or any Work what- 


ſoever, is not h which juſtifies 3, nor can any thing 


Nas PN it in, and cloſe with it. 

3 It ĩs called the R. eee of one Man, 
om. 5; 18. Not of many, but of One. And alſo 
Aeon brought in, Dan. 9. ed there- 

bee o as not in ne /orld before. ut a8 the ad 
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the Prophet is ſpeaking of the Work of G 
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Adam brought in Sin, fo the Second Alam, 


igh 


ouſneſs; to which | think this Phraſe hath Ris 


It is a Righteouſneſs-brooght in for others. For 
to be fulfifled by Ghriſt; and He was to do theſe 
two Things, (1.) With Reſpect to $4: T7 fsh, 
make an End of, and make Reconciliation for Ini ty: 
(2.) To bring in an Everlaſt ing R:ghtevilſneſi, Tor the 
Juſtification of poor Sinners. Again, it is #Righs 
teonſneſs Imputed, Rom. 4 6. And laſtiy, a Righte- 
ouſneſs which is unto all and upon Ather elde. om. 
3. 22. Surely, theſe Texts import no leſs than that 
it is the eee of the Lord Chrift himſelf; 
wie eee 

ect. | e 2 gs. 10 K. 116 1% 4 5 5 411-04 LO 
„I is objected, If we are Ji gi) d by Criſis ber- 
ß , 
Law, and the Withs r Deeds cheregf; game gj Youli 
Apoſtle, Rom. . 80 CL. 33 110 : Nine Y 9 6 TO] 
Anſwer. If they own Chriſt, as the Meritorious 
Cauſe of Juſtification, and if there were any Satis- 
faction to the Law in what He did or ſuffer u, ſtill 
it follows, ſo far as we are juſtifyd by bis Righte> 
ouſneſs as'perform'd to the Law, we are Jultify'd'by 
the Law, in the Senſe of this -Obje&ivn: But ig 
whatfoever Senſe the Apoſtle excludes the Law, 558 


- 


=_ 


- 


the Works thereof, he doth holy and fally exclude 
it. Again, they themſelves who object this, ſay that 
Chriſt is our Legal Righreonſneſs;bur® take away with 
the one Hand what they give with the other. And 
They alſo are for Juſtification by works of a Law: 

is the new Law, which Fallacy the Apoſtle never 
thought of, but intended to exclude ai Works whatſo. 
ever às belonging to the Old Law: For he oppoſeth 
Working to Believing: Working would be a Righteouſ- 
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mali Faulin. Juſtific p. 117. 
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4 ar Man's $ om] ol but Beliruing. l ion 


, in Obedience to the 014 Law, but that wor ks ar all, 


5 To him that way lethᷣ, &c. Rom. 4. 4. he don t 


e For Abraham, whoſe Works are 
f xcluded, was a Believer. 80 Rom. 11. 6. And if 
by 2 th A it is no more of /orks, of any Works: 
* $ TVET are fo direQly. oppoſite in this Matter, that 
| they gap Tg together. So that clearly he ex- 
Ades the 18800 the Law. from any Intereſt at all. | 
g our Juſt c even all out own Perſonal Obe- 
12205 To ſeek Righteouſneſs i ig Another, a Per- 
bedience of l per forming; is quite ano- 

hung. But. theſe Things cannot be underſtood, 

bo the Teching of God's Spirit. 

ai do I fear to fay,. that the Aighteouſaeſs 
5 ber ate aſtify? d is the moſt exact 
25 gkteoufneſs in Heaven 5 Earth, as per- 
drm d by 3 But it is wich: 2 Nen neſs 
a0 25 fre to the Law, the Apoſtle in- 
| 8 to El es God Bs but our own. . For, 
= 45 it 5 17527 revealgth no other Righteouſ+ 
>a th an, that which is OUT... OMB; nor "doth a Natural 
Mag. know. of any other. But a ighteouſgels, of 
C hoſt's performing, th tho in Obedience to the Lam, is 
Reveal d onlʒ in the Ceſpel, Rom. 16, 10. A R. bicouſ: 
Wee Lam, made ready to our Hand, i 
higheltan&.molt glorious Goſpel- Aa ee 

15 therefore Gia the Senſe of fthe Agaſtlc) not 4 Juſti- 

heation. by the: Law, or Degds thereof. 
A Second ObjeRion i is this, I/ the very Rig wee: 
of Chriſt is rpppted, and that wherein we | 

e God,, then are we as Righteaus As Chriſt 15 TIO 

ur, Anſrer. And what then? Suppoſing . to 
be 4 where is che Hurt? Muſt, AG le t 8⁰ 15 Truth 
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ha See Mr. N. Mathers Two Sermons on Rom. 3. 22. 


i. 
o 


73 ) 


Co well eſtabliſh'd in Scriptare, becauſe of a preterid- 


ed or real Abſurdity urged againſt it? if it be a 


Real one, it cannot follaw from any 1 0 | 


if it be only pretended, we need not be concern 
it; Let them that chooſe it, throft away Chrift 


Righteouſneſs from them, for Fear they ſhould'be 


as Righteous as He, I dare not do it. Take then 
the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt, as performed to the Law, 


in the Human Nature as our Surety; and 1 ſee no 


Danger to ſay that Believers who have that Righte- 
ouſneſs upon them are as Righteous as He in the 100 


of the Law. Is he clear from all Condemnatio 
by the Law? Is He compleat and perfectiy Righ- 


teous according, to the Commands thereof? So 


are they in Him, Col. 2. 10. Nor are ſuch Expreſſi- 


ons altogether unknown in Scripture. He that doth 
Righteouſneſs, is Righteous, even as' He is Righteous, 


1 John. 3. 7. And, Becauſe as He is, ſo are we in this 


World, Chap. 4. 19. Which Places, I think I could 
ſhew, have ſome Reſpect to Juſtification. And if 
they be true in any other Senſe, they are more ſo in 
that. Joh. 17. 23, 26. And haſt loved them at thok 
baſt loved me. Is not Chriſt eminently the Father's 
Beloved? Yet there is a Senſe wherein He bath'loved 


them, as He hath loved him, Joh. 17. 23. that as He 
is accepted, fo are they accepred, and that in Hime 


Verſe. 


But that there may be no Derogation from Chriſt, 
He bath the Preference. (I.) In that there was an 
We Worth and Value derived from his God-head, 
to all the Acts of his Obedience. This is ſet to 
Chriſt's Account. We are not infinitely Righteous 
when that Righteopſneſs is made ours. For if you 
takeit abſtractly as perform'd in our Nature, by 


for it ariſeth from their Vnign mentioned in the ſame 
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1 for 1 in che Jas ibo of 2 12 | 
2910 in 1 4 8 M Wer; He hath a Righteouſneſs 
peculiar to Himſelf, ar iſt ing from the Diſcharge of 
Ri Work of Mediation. And hence, tho' it is the 
hteouſneſs of t the Mediator that is made over to 
vers; yet it is not the Mediatorial Righteouſ- 
—5 * For the Obedience of Chriſt had a twofold 
Ref es: It had a 118 pect to the Law of Mediation, 
wc was between the Father and Him, and which 
He, was under; and it bad Reſpect to the Law which 
we had. broken, and which He was made under for 
gur Sakes. fb. latter Regard only it is made o- 
ver to 7 (3; 1723 that ts yery Righteouſneſs 
whereby. we are juſt 17 5 is Originally His: He ful- 
filled it, and not We, The whole World was guil- 
ty of 's firſt, Sig, and are Sinners thereby; yet 
was He perſonally. committed the Fact, and de: 
Rroje the whole World, which no other did. 
Chriſt 17 e Gut this Righteonſheſs by him- 
fel. 170 A juſtify d many. This ſhall be Sacred to 
the, O Jeſus, and this ſhall be to thy Honour for 
ever and ever] Joſbus i is mar velous fine when his owg. 
filthy Garments are take 9 and « 0 e of Rai- 
1 5 iven him, Zech. 1 e Falnefs 
ighteoulſneſs, and Jattifing chte! is in 5 
and no where elſe. 
I might have argued fram the Parallel of the tw 
Adams, further to ſbew, that the very Nene 
of Chriſt is a Belie vers juſtifying Righteouſheſs: . 5 
_Iftall haye Occaſon to touch it under the next. 
"* See Mt Maher's 2 Se\imons p. a 5. * N Z— 
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WT bat this Righteouſneſs is Imputed zo all. eliguers, 
:t ib unto and upon them, The Way in which it becomes 
theirs'is by Imputation. This I take to be the Doctrine 
of Proteſtant Di | 
late, Diſputations have been raiſed about it, and the 
Word CLImputed] has been excepted againſt. I cannot 


perſwade my ſelf, that this Doctrine was profeſſed, | 


and urged by our Reformers raſhly, or in to great a 
Zeal apainlt the Popiſh Doctrine of Works; nor yet 
that the Body of Proteſtant Divines of greateſt Piety 


and penetrating, Judgments,were at unawares led into 
the Miſtake: Nor can this Doctrine be relinquiſhed 
ithout giving up the Cauſe to Popery again, ia the 


Article of Juſtification. *'  _ nh 
It watters nothing. in how many Senſes the Word 


Llwputed] may be uſed ; the Meaning of it here is 


Clear and e vid Wall we compare it with the Imputa - 
tion of Adan 


in to all his Foſterity, and, with the 


Imputation of our Sins to Chriſt. 


2 e 4 


20 Vale ith the Imputation of Adams Sin to 


all his Po erity., Rom. ae e upon 
all Men, for that all have ſinned. Hence it follows, 
Infants have Sinned, for they Dye. Death paſſerh 
apar them, not for any Perſ6gal Sin of theirs; bug it 
is tobe * immediately fore-goin 


& 


ved into that 


by one Man Sin enter d into the World, and Death by 
Sin. This then is the univerſal Law; where Sin is 


there Death comes, and no where elſe, It is there- 
fore in the Force of the firſt Man's Tranſgreſſion, 


— C—_— — — 


—_ 


The Article of Juſtification being loſt, all true Chriſtian 
Doctrine „„ e re SO 
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vines, as with one Conſent, till of 
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in whom all 1 Sinned, as in the Margin. And 
5 may be Read, * In bak. in whom all have inned. 


hom] and veiy frequently with and » ithout 


K 


Ver. 13. For until the Lan, Sin was in the World, 
but Sin is not imputed where there is no 777 1 take the 
Apoltle's Argument to ſtand. thus, Where there is no 
Lam there i is no Sin imputed ; But Sin was ny befare 
the giving of the Law, ['viz, on Sinai,] Therefore thers 
wa GT Law by which it was ſo imputed. Now his was 
the Law given to Adam, and tranſgreſſed by him. 
So that, (1.) The Sin which was impuced, ſpoken of 
in this Context, i is Another Man's Sin, that is, Adam's. 

need not contend whether it is that 0. It is 
enough that that is included. For he ſpeaks of Sin 
which entred by One Mar, and by Virtue of which, 


p paſſed upon all, Infants not exccepted „ 4s we 


daily, who doubtleſs are intended in Ver. 14, 
which demonſtrates Adams Heaf-ſhip as a Publick 
Perſon. (2.) The Imputation is the Charge of ano- 
ther Man's Sin, by Virtue of ſome Law, wherein both 
Head and Members, Father and Children were co npre⸗ 
bended. All Men were concern'd in one Covenant, 
in one Law, in which Adam ſtood for all. The 
Breach and Tranſgreſſion of the Law is reckoned to 


them all, and all are accounted Trapſgreſſors in the 


Offence of One, who Was legally and virtually F All 
Men. Hence (ſaith. che Apoſtle) v. 15. Thro the 
Offence of One [not of many J many are Dead. Ver. 16, 
Te Fudgement was by One to Condemnation.” Ver. 1'7- 
By one Man's Offence Death reigned by one. Ver. 
18. ry the offence of ONE, Judgment came upon all 


| Men, to Condemnation. Here's not only. : a Propagation 


—— —— ͤ— — —— — — — 


e e Antecedent du7o being underſtood in the Rela- 
Give) as Luk, 6. 34. wap ov {fo them of whom Foh. 10. 36. 
dy [him whom] Rom. 9. 15. 2 Cor. 2. 3. 4% @v | irom them of 
repoſi: ions in 
both Numbers; which relieves tue ObjeRion about the Di- 
ſtance of the Antecedent. 
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of Sin froth deb to Child, but clearly a Lan- 
charge of his Sin upon All; by ' Virtue! of a Publick 


Capacity that he ſtood in. & And if Men will argue 


againſt the Righteouſneſs or Juſtice hereof, it is but 
© open their Mouths unt God, and diſpute his 
Proceedings. 

2. Compare it with the Imputation of our +þ Sins co 
Jeſus Chrift., Theſe do mutually illuſtrate each other, 
and the one cannot be deny d without the Over- 
throw of the other. The Imputation of our Sins 
to Chriſt is founded in his being made underithe Lam, 
and his being accepted of God in our ſteadl. lt is 
true, Chriſt was under the Law by the Fathers Con- 
ſtitation, and his own Voluntary Suſception, which 
were Acts of the higheſt Goſpel-Grace z otherwiſe the 
Law could not have Reached him, to impute Sin 


unto Him; but being under ir in our ſtead, it charg- ö 


ed Sin upon him. | 

Ic will be ſaid then, DidGed diſpenſe with bis Law, 
which required Perſonal Obedience, and threatned the 
Man himſelf who ſinned with Death? I anſwer, God 
of his Authority and Wiſdom put Chriſt in our 
ſtead; He had a Way for it; and then Chriſt was 


the Perſon. Thus he diſpenced not with the Law| 


in any of its Precepts; but only admitted Another 
to do and ſuffer what the Law required of 26. In 
this he acted as above the Law, but receded not 
from it. Chriſt was made: under the Law, put in 
our Place, ih the moſt expreſs Manner imaginable. 
The Law ſuffers no Wrong, God loſes no Glory, 


by this Exchange: Nay, when he was the Son of God 


incarnate, who was thus underithe Law for us, how is 
the Law Pics ea and made e N ? Ia. 42. 21% 


n 
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— —-— — 


Adam was a Type of Chriſt who wa was to come. Rem. f. 14. 


+ 11 $3 6. 2 Cor. 5 2 
3 Rehna on Pl. tos, 4 b. 449 aud 450. to. 


Here 


+} k | 3 (7890. 8 3 4 
Here then we may take the Meaſures f what is 
tended by the Imputation of Chriſt's Rightrouſ- 
neſs. As it is the Sin of Another, which is imputed 
$o all Men, tho they had not perſonally commited it; 
fo the Rigbteouſueſs of Mother Man, even Chriſt, 
is imputed unto many. And as it was in the 
Virtue of Adams Public Capacity, that the Law 
charged his Sin; fo by Virtue of Chriſts Publick 
Capacity, God imputes his Righteouſneſs., Again, 
Sin imputed to Chriſt was the Sin of others, nat his 
amn; ſo it is the Righteouſneſs of Another, not our 
omn, that is imputed for Juſtification. And as it 
was Grace thãt accepted Chriſt in our ſtead, that our 
Sin and Paniſhment ſhould be on him; ſo it is Grace 
whereby his &ghteouſneſs is accepted for us, and put 
upon us. Laſtly, As Ohriſt's Subſtitution into our 
Place is the Foundation of the Imputation of our Sins 
to Him; fo alſo, of the Imputation of his Righte- 
ouſueſs unto us. For when Chriſt was a Surety and 
common perſon, engaged to fatisfie; the Debts of his 
Elect muſt needs be put on his Account: And that 
ſatis faction being made in eur ſtead, nothing can hin- 
or the Imputation of it, in the appointed Time and 
„„ DEV 1000 14 00D et 977, : FT Deny 
The Learned and Judicious Mr. Clarkſer diſputes; 
© * That the Acceptance for us of Chriſt's Righteouſ- 
nels, as per formed in our ſtead, is all which is meant 
by :[mputation———=, The Imputation of that 
which is Good, is called the Accepting it for us; 
as the Imputation of that which is Evil, is called 
the Layiag it to our Charge, 2 Tim. 4. 16. —— 
When a Friend pays a Ranſom for a Captive, if it 
be Accepted for the Captive, it is imputed to him, 
Ge. Other Things he diſcourſes there ſo nervouſly. 
that I think are fully tatisfying, and not capable of 
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an Anſwer ;? To which | refer the Reader. Fe 
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"1k: Clark/on's Sermons, b. 41112. If 
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formed jar us, ſo in our ſtead, as if we had done.it;* 
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jedted; M the Obedience of Chrift wens parc 


where is Imputation then, any otherwiſe than if we had 
done it? And if it is all one as if me had done it, then 
are we reputed to he our own Saviour, Anſi. This is 
the perverſe Diſputing of Men of Corrupt Minas. It 
doth not follow that we obey d in our own Perſon, 
but only that we obey d in him; that he obey d for 
us in our ſtead; not we for our ſelves. And it isall 


one as if we had done it, only in Point of Priviledge; 


the Law and Juſtice of God taking it for a full Pay- 


ment on our behalf; and not as to the Honaar or 


Preheminence ariſing from Perſonal Performance 


which belongs to Chriſt only. + 


All the Writings of the Reformers. and of the 
greateſt Divines after them, do teſtifie that chey 
have embraced thĩs Doctrine of Imputation of Righ- 
„ b ee 

My Opinion (ſaith & one of them) of Chriſt's 
© Righteouſneſs, is this; We have all ſinued in 
Adam, without our own Conſent and Works, and 
© weare looſed from Sin thro Chi iſt, without our 
© own Works or Deſervin gs Thro Adam, 
© his Sin was counted for our own, thro Chriſt, his 
© Righteouſneſs is imputed to us for our own. See 
alſo Lutber on Gal. 2. 20. and on c. 4. 4. 

_© Verily..(laith. Another) whoſoever rejecting 
© the Righteonſaeſs of Chrilt, whereof 1 - ſpeak; 
© leads us aſide unto any other manner of Righteonſneſs; 
© 1 ſay that he pleads not for Righteouſneſs; but 
© againſt it, and doth not undertake the Defence of 
© the Law of God, bur is a profeſſed Enemy of the 


mm 


— . —— 


e 


hor of the Book of Nartyts, againſt Oſorin; 


mee 
Grace of Chriſt and his Croſs, and therefore doth 
©. hot open, but ſnut up all Paſſages ef true Salvati- 
on, and all Gates and Doors of Divine Grace. 
Aud elſewhere, * As Chriſt was made Sin, fo are 
e made Righteous, but Chriſt was not made Sin, 
_ © by. taherent Sin; therefore we alſo are not made 
©Righteous, by inherent Righteduſneſs. And from 
Rom. J. he diſputeth, (p. 18.) © As the Sin of one, 
© Adem——— io the Rightcouſnels of Chriſt is In- 
©: puted to all his Poſterity, viz. that Believe in him, 
<tho' they did not obey with him. And very liberally 
he uſes the Word [| /mputation] which Men Nn now” 
LR no ny e 
© The Sons of the Papacy (as this ſamè Author ob- 
fer ves, p. 266.) do in no wiſe endure this Imputa- 


© bemins, and the Cologniſts, think it an unworthy 
© thing, that any Man ſhould be called Righteous 


© inherent in himſelf. * Tiletanus cries, that it is 


of in the World, that that can be the true Form 
of any thing which is not in it. As if a Man, 
©'ſhould call Cicero Courageous, with the Courage 
* which is not in himſelf, but in the Mind 91 
4 ES = 5 "nerve 


. 
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Nor doesMr. Baxter || ſpeak leſs offenſively when he 
ſays, lt is not only falſe that the formal Righte- 
© onſaeſs of Chriſt ismade our formal Righteouſneſs ; 


© ſhould be formally the Accidedt of anottier. The 
© Righteouſneſs of Chriſt is conſider d materially 


_ „ os © — 
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A8 4. 2) Ap:inſt thy holy Child Feſws, Herod, Pontius Pi- 

tate, with th: Semi es, 1 1 | ls 
+ Nad. etiam Davenart, in Col. 2. 10. p. 196. 
| Met bad. Th:ol, P artis 3. c. 27. p. 322. 


© and 


tion. Why ſo? Ardradiz;, together with Mon- | 
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by another Man's Righteouſneſs, & which is not 


more than abſurd, and that it has not been heard 
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3 and formally. It is our material Righteouſneſs in 


the · Senſe before explain d, that is, the Meritorious 
© Cauſe of our formal Righteou ſneſs. They who 
© aſſert it to be our formal Righteouſneſs, are alto- 


gether ignorant what they ſay, and what is the 


Form of Righteouſneſs: And as the Papiſts have 


©. irreconcilably alienated the Reformed from them 


in no way more than by obtrudiag the Impoſlibi- 


© lities and Contradictions of Traaſubſtantiation, as 
an Article of Faith upon the Churches: S0 alſo, 


© ſome Erroneous Proteſtants have render'd the Pa- 


© piſts irreconcilable to us ia no way more than by 


_ © ſerring forth theſe impoſſible and abſurd Things, 


© concerning Imputed Righteouſneſs, as a moſt ne- 


_ © ceſſary part of the Goſpel. This Erroneous Opi- 


©. nion has its Original in many from aa ill Under- 


5 


ſtanding of che Union between Chriſt and Belie- 


vers, Cc. 
5 1 confeſs W 


in every Point z We ſhould be improving the Do- 


2 
o 


ctrines deliver d to us by them from the Scriptures, 


and going forward; But when Men are deſerting 
thole 


very Doctrines which the Foundation of the 


Proteſtant Churches was laid upon, in Oppoſition to 
Popery, and ſeem enclined to a * Regonciliat ion, in 
many Doctrines of greateſt Importance; this looks 
to me very e 

Deggaeracy , and alſo. Preſage of ſome further 


is a great Argument of a woful 


5 


Scourge from the Synagogue of Reme; unleſs che 
Spirit of God recayers us. 


III. Lam to ſhew, That this Righteouſneſs of Chrift 


15 upon all them thas believe without Difference; ſo chat 
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— rams ur ET yn my een. * 
* Mr. Fohn Humpbrey has a Pamphlet entituled,The Mil ile laß 


between Proteſtant and Papiſt, in a Paper of Juſtification, hoaguied 
with the Names of Mr. Baxter and Dr. Manton. 8 
ig | CG : there 
| | 
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18 we are not to adhere to the Judgment of 
the Reformers, nor of any Man, or Men whatſoever, 


le are no pee i d „ either to 

bee, n or as to wy art" Prrſes at diferem 

i mes. VERDE. 

The scheme nich os New v Methodiſts kae laid, | 
-Teads to the contrary Opinion: For when our Ju- ; 
ſtiſication (according to them) is by our Goſpel-Works, 5 

Or Sincere Obedience, and when 1 is certain that one 
Chriſtian goes beyond another, in Grace and Obedi- 
ence: Hence it will follow, that either He that is 
weaker is not perfettiy juſtify'd; or elſe he that is 
ſtronger has ſGntethiirg over and above, beyond what 
is requit ed by tbis New Law; or there muſt be De- 
Frees in juſtification, as there are in SanAtification, | 
it mult be a Gradual Work. If ſomething in us (I 
ſay) be the Matter of our Juſtification, as Faith, Sin- | 
"cerity, or whatfoever elſe; of Neceſſity, according 
| te the Meaſure and Degree thereof, ſuch will be the | 
| Meaſure of our Juſtification. And whereas that is im- 
perfect which They call our Goſpel-Rigbteouſneſs, 
our Juſtification will unavoidably be fo. Nor do 
chey tear to on it, but plainhy * ſay, That our Ju- 
.Aification at pteſent, while we are in this World, 
is but Partial, Imperfett and Oy and that f 
ve ſhall not Stein ful, at, entire, and final 
- Juſtification from all the ehe of sin, until the Pay I 
. * b G3 : 
ut now in Oppoſition beret; Thall enflezvonr 1 
to Prove, (1) That the weakeſt Believer is juſtified | 
28 Fully as e that is ſtrongeſt. 25 * That bothlare al- Þ 
ready fully: ant compleatly juſt 4. Y 

I. That the weakeſt Believer ii juſtify 2 equally, as \ 
be that has the moſt Faith of all. | take this. to be 


*expieſly affirtned; in Rom. 3. 22, 23. There he aſ- 9 


fer rs, that rhe! Righteouſneſs of God, which 1 by Fa, h & | 


Sch gde f Te aner ALL IA 1 18 a them that Believe. 4 
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What needs any Man more? Hence the Saints are 
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Prieſts to God, being cloathed with this Prieſtly 
Robe, the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt, & they are cloath- 
ed with the Sun. And they are not only ſome, but 
ALL, not only ſtronger but weaker Believers, unto 
whom this Righteouſneſs is imputed and apply'd: 
For there is no Difference, Every Believer has equally 
the Advantage and Benefit of that Righteouſneſs. 
There is no Difference in the R/ghreouſneſs it ſelf, 
jc is the Righreouſneſt of Cod; nor in the Reality of 
its Imputation, It is unto all, and upon all, &c. nor in 
the Means of onr receiving it, which is by the Faith 
of Jeſus Chriſt; Neither therefore in the Efe#, viz. 
Juſtification. V. 23. For all have Sinned: They bave 
therefore no Righteouſneſs of their , but do all 
alike need Another's Righteouſneſs. And as they 
have Sinned in Adam without Difference; ſo they 


who believe have a Righreouſnzſs without Difference 
in Jeſus Chriſt. t 907 ee 


- 


For the further Proof of this Point, 1 ſhall only 


mention what might be enlarged on. (1.) It has al- 


ready been proved, that it is the very Righteouſneſs 


of.Chriſt it ſelf,” which is imputed to Believers. And 
if ſo, that Righteouſneſs being unto; and upon all 
Believers equally, the Effect thereof in Juſtification 


muſt needs be the fame. They who have the ſame 


juſtifying Righteouſneſs upon them, muſt needs be 
equally Juſtified therein. (2.) The Nature of Faith 
in all Believers is the ſame. 2 Pet. 1. 1. To them that 


have obtained like precious Faith with us, inthe Righte- 


ouſneſs of God and our Saviour Jeſus Chriſt. Þ All 


Chriſtians had not like ſtrong Faith, equal Degrees 
of Faith with the Apoſtles z but the weakeſt Believer 
had, and has like precious Faith. (3.) The Priviledges 
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which all Believers are poſſeſſed of, are always ſpok- 
en of as without Difference. Juſt ification; Acts 13. 39. 
Alihat believe are juſtify d. True, one Man believes 
mare ſtrongly, ſteadily, firmly: What of that? If the 
Word of God be true, ALL. that believe are juſtifyd, 
and chat from all things, &c. And what can be more? 
Adoption. Joh. 1. 12, To as manyas received him; this is 
the Property of all true Faith, even the weakeſt ; Ts 
them gave he Power to become the Sons of God: Not only 
to ſtrong Believers, but to Al who receive him, in equal 
Manner. Laſtly, Eternal Life, in the Beginning of it, 
and a Title to the higheſt Enjoyment thereof. 1 Joh. 
5. 11.12. Joh. 3. 16. So that this Notion of a gra- 
dual Juſtification is contrary to the whole Scripture, 
and by that, one may judge of the Doctrine which 
leads to ſuch an Opinion. ap 7 
2. That every true Believer is perfectly juſtify'd. 
For, what is the meaning of an incompleat, Imper- 
fect Juſtification? Imperfe& Obedience we know in 
| 15 elves, and Imperfe& Holineſs we know to our 
Sorrow, which. ſhall indeed be Perfected at Death | 
and judgment. But an Incompleat Diſcharge from 
(Condemnation, what is the meaning of that? Is it | 
Viſchargeor ho Diſcharge ? Incompleat Pardon, and | 
Acceptance with God, Is it Pardon, is it Acceptance | 
or not? An Imperfect Title to Salvation, will you call 
it a Title, or go Title? If it be incompleat in God's | 


9 


Account, it is next to none. When God ſaith, He | 
that believes is Fuſtiſieul: Shall the Meaning be, he is half | 
Juſtified, or ſhall be juſtify d at the Day of judgment? 
When God ſaith, There is no Condemnation, &c. Shall 
the Meaning be, there is no Compleat Condemnation, | 
only ſome Banger of it till a Man has wove thro' the 
Web of Imperfe& Obedience? Surely the Apoſtle 
did not Triumph in vain, Rom, 8. v. 33, 34. upon MW 

that Ground, that whom God did foreknow, he alſo 
Aid Predeſtinate, and whom ie Predeſtinated, he alſo Cal. 
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led, and whom be Calied, them he alſo juſtify), ard 


whom be juſtify d them he alſo Glorifzed. Here Juſtifi- 
cation is inſeparably connected with Calling. Who- 


ſoever is Called, is alſo Juſtify'd. Heaven and Earth 


may be ſhaken ſooner than theſe immoveable Pil- 
| Jars can be ſhaken, or juſtled out of their Place. A- 
gain, every juſtify?d one ſhall. be glorify d. Not 


glorify'd firſt (as Men are at the Reſurrection, Phil. 
3. 21. when ſome ſay our full Juſtification is to be.) 
but firſt juſtify*d, then glorify d. Hereon he makg 
that bold Challenge, Nhe ſhall lay any thing to the 
Charge of God's Elect? Ver. 33, 34. There is no 
Charge, no Indictment which is valid, to be brought 
in againſt them, Imperſect Juſtification is but cold 
Comfort for a Believer ; it is no Cordial of Chriſt's 
Preparing, who would have the Joy of his Diſciples 
to he fal, Joh. 15. HH. . 
But why will they have our Juſtification to be in- 
compleat? Becauſe truly the Terms of the new Law 


| are not altogether fulflbd. God will firſt ſee how 
we perſevere, e re he juſtifies, 


When Chriſt is ex- 
cluded, and ſomething in our ſelves made our juſti- 
fying Righteouſneſs, it muſt needs be thus. But 
all the lower Links. of this Bleſſed Chain, Calling, 
Fuſt ification and Glorification, which are in Time, 
do hang upon, and flow from an Eternal Predeſtina- 
tion, an Immutable Fore-knowledge. Again, Theſe 
two, Juſtification and Glorification are put ſo cloſe 
together, as if nothing came between; whom he ju- 
ſiified tbem he - alſo glorified * It is true, the Holineſs 
and Obedience of adulcBelievrs comes between: But 
God having ſuch an Hold of them whom he juſtifies, 
and the Covenant of Grace being ſo arderd in al things 
and ſure; and. Joſtification being a fall Title ro;the 


$ whole of Salvation; the Holy:Ghoſt, for our ſtrong 
Oonſolatioa, has joyned them thus together, whom he: 
J ſtiſfed be glorified they are ſecur'd of Glory, 1 Pet. 3. 5. 


9 CHAP. 
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CHAP. vi. 


Proving, That Faith is not the Matter of our 
© Juſtification, nor Meritorious Cauſe. of it; 
but is uſed en e as an N wot 

* 4% a Work. 


„ GY frnd ww 


N Treating of Faich in this gent Point, 1 1 would 
W | | ſhew, (1.) That Faith is not our Righteouſneſs, 
which either by it ſelf as a Work, doth juſtify, or 
together with any other Goſpel- Works whatſoever. 
| (.) Thar Faith juſtifies only as a Means of Receiv- 
=. ing the Lord Jeſus Chriſt and his Righteouſneſs, i. e. 
1 kh; ia Relation to its Objet. 


r 2890 ADQank amis oawms NaXXx + boi. oo 


— _—_— es 
— = * 
5 - _—_ — — o= 3 
— — — — — — — — — 
: — —  — — _w— — 
——— — " 
— i * * * * " 1 
* * " N "= 


= - lp Faith i is not our Juſtifying Ebene 90 which 
i | r or hy it ſelf, we are Juſtified. For, 
3 Y; This would pervert the true Notion of Juſtif- 
| cation. Our Juſtification were not then by Imputa- 
tion of Another's Righteonſneſs; unleſs it be by 
Imputation of two Righteoufneſſes, and thoſe Infinitely 
different from each other. But certain it is, that 
5 Chriſt's Righteouſneſs, and another Kind of Righte- | 
7, _. "onſneſs cannot ſtand together in our Juſtification. | 
- If Chriſt be our Righteouſneſs, Faith is not. And 
hence They who would have Faith and Goſpel- | 
Works to juſtify, do ſeek to debaſe and pervert thoſe | 
Texts where Chriſt's Righteouſneſs is ſpoken of | 
"refecring them to his Ki»gly Office only; or Inter- 
pPreting {Gods Righreouſneſs]\ to mean only a Way of. | 
ie Abpboiatment, and that is by our own Rigbtcor- | 
| "reſe;, or teaching that ChriſPs Obedience has procu. 
« red That ours ſhould! be accepted in Juſtif cation. A 
— — — — —— — — 
N 5 Ich b Fer 23: 6. Roi, 5. 19. Phil, 3. FR 9. GCC. ” 
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that theſe ſhould juſtify us. We 
2. To make the very Act of Believing to Juſtify, 
| deſtroys the true Nature and End of Sancti cation al- 


which do greatly derogate from, and abaſe Chriſt's 
Righteouſneſs, making it to have a Servile Wor 

and Uſe. For thus our own Righteouſſſeſs and Goſ- 
pel- Works, come neareſt vs in ou? Fultification 3 
and the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt, is only procurative 


ſo: Sanctifcation, or at leaſt fome Part or Branch 
of it, would be our Juſtification, or Juſtifying Righ- 
teouſneſs. So that here would be a confounding of 
thoſe two great Points. It doth pot fatisfy to ſay, 
that Juſtification is the Acceptance of this Faith, or 
whatſoever elſe in us, to be our Juſtifying Righte- 
ouſneſs, and declaring a Man righteous thereupon; 
and ſo differs from that wherein he is declarad Rig he 
teous. For then altho? Juſtification and Sanftification 


would thus have a Verional Difference; yet they dif- 


fer only as % Feen and Tuſlſying Kline, 
and ſtill Righteouſneſs and Sancti fie ann are made to 
be the ſame Thing, abſalutely the ſame, contrary 
to 1 Cor. 1. 30. Who of Gad is made to 1. —Righre- 
ouſneſs, Santtificationz' where they are clearly aiſtin- 


guiſbed. Juſtification is an_Efett of Righteouſneſs 


but it is of Chriſt's Righteouſneſs. His Righteoul- 
neſs is ours for 7aſtification; and beſides that, He 
is made Sanctification to us. Sanctification is a Work 
in the Soul; Joſtincation is an Ad of God rowards 
it, thro' the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt put upon it. 

3. This Doctrine perverteth the true Nature 
of Faith, in the matter of Juſtifying, For, 
whereas it is oppoſed to the Law, and to all 
Works, it cannot it ſelf be transformed into a 
Work, and ſtand as ſuch in our Juſtification. It 
is clearly the Beſign of the Apoſtle Paul, in 
mehtioging of it, to enclude ½ Wert, in this 
mitxer, But now if Faith it ſelf be made our 
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Juſtifying Righteouſneſs, it is a meer Mort, and 
is of tke Lay, and oppoſite to the Deſign of 
hp and the, Righteouſneſs of Christ, as much 

as any thing elſe. And let Men give what Ac- 
count they will, or can of Faith, unleſs it be a 
Reſting and Truſt;ng in Another for Righteouſneſs, 
and in the Righteou ſnefs of Another performed 
to our Hand; and Il] venture to ſay, it i of the 
Law, and is a Work; and will oppoſe it, as a 
meer legal thing; for it is conformable to he 


| Righteouſneſs of the Law: The Aan that doth 


theſe things ſball live by them, But take Faith as 
it looks out to Christ, ſeeks Righteouſneſs in 
Him, xeſts there alone; and thus, T) he Ju ſhall 
Uve by Faith, in, and on Another; or elſe he 
doth. got live. by Faith, whatſoever he lives by. 
Dr. Goodwin puts this Queſtion, Whether it be 
the Att of Faith that aſtifies, or that is account- 
ved a- Nian's Righteobſneſs, when we are ſaid to 
he faved thro* Faith? * He anſwers, © Surely, 

no: For God might have taken Works 5 
{ well; if he wonld have taken it as an Act, 
* he: might have taken any Act, Love it ſelf. 
And I'l} hint here, That Love has a greater 
Excellency in it, even than Faith. T As they 
both belong to our Sanctifjcation, Love is the 
greater, and indeed was too great for God to 
uſe in our Juſtification, when be intended to 
magniſie Grace. But thoſe who would admit 
Faith it ſelf, as a Work, to juſtihe, let them 


keep out Love and other Works, if ausl. can; 


dut ane thing is, they go not N 1 it. Had 
the Apoſtle igtended to bring i orks with 
faith, le woulds.not have CET Faith to them 
ay; ard. in ex preſs Words have excluded them. 
pol dere is thiz Reaſon (proceeds | the Doctor) 


* Grazie on 3 Fare IL,” p wm 7 1 Cor, 13. oe 
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nd lies in the Bottom of my Spirit againſt it, be- 
of © ſides all that elſe the Scripture has againſt it, 
ch © that if when I go to God to be juſtify'd, I 
\C- * muſt preſent to him my believing, as the mat- 
ea * ter of my Righteouſneſs, and Chriſt's. Death 
Is, © only as the Merit of it, what will follow? 
ed © Two Things clearly to me; (1.) That the 
the © Heart, is taken off from looking upon the 
WY * Righteouſneſs of Chriſt wholly, and diverts to 
he © its own Righteouſneſs in the very Act of Be- 
oth © ligving for Righteouſneſs, and preſents that to 
as * God which the Scripture 1s clear againſt—— 

in © (2.) Every Man that will Believe to be juſti- 
all + fy'd, and go to God, and ſay, Lord, jaſtifie 
he me, muſt then have an Evidence that he hath 
by. Faith; for how elſe can he preſent that as the 
be © matter of his own Righteouſneſs. Now Milli- 
n- Dons of Souls cannot do this; they werd in a 
to © poor Caſe if they ſhould be put to it. Fhe 
ly, © Apoſtle ſaith, It is of Faith, that it might be 
as © ſure, &c. If Juſtification. had been founded on 
a, © the Act of Faith, it had been as ſure on Works 
Ji as Faith: For that Faith which draws out an 
ter Act of Love, is as apt to fail as that Act of 
ey © Love. But here is no uncertainty, While I 
the believe to be juſtify'd by the Righteouſueſs of 
to © Chriſt, but my Faith is ſwallow'd up there. 
to © Tho? 1 may doubt of my Faith relyipg on 
nit him; yet l have aſure Object, I have a ſure Matter 
em to repreſent to God for me. Whereas if Believing. 
n; were that l had to repreſent to God to he juſtify'd 
lad by, ſuppoſe my Faith fail me, l have not a ſure mat- 
ich ter of Righteouſneſs to repreſent to God. The very 
em Object that Faith believes on, is a Contradiction to 
2M. © this, that the 4# of Faith ſhould be the Mat- 
or) © ter of my Juſtification. So that verily the true 
5 Nature of Faith is deſtroyed by this Opinion, for 


* 
\ 
\ 


N 
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en 


it is made to turn aſide fromꝭits Object, and turn 
in unto it ſelf for Juſtification, and 10 doth not 


give all the Honour unto Chriſt its Object, 


Which is the Nature of true Faith. 

It is objected, that the Apoſtle da Faith is 
imputed for Righteouſneſs, Rom. 4. 5,9. I anſwer, 
It is the Object of Faith that is intended. It may 
not be underſtood of Faith in ſuch a Senſe as to 
exclude its Object. I grant, K is not abſolutely 
and adzquately the ſame, as if it were ſaid that 
Chriſt is imputed for Righteouſneſs. But thus, God 
looks upon them that Believe as Righteous as if 
they had kept the whole Law, not for their 
Faith's ſake, but upon the Account of that Righ- 
reouſneſs which is apprehended thereby. Faith is 
ſaid to be imputed, becauſe in Believing the Soul 


has the Benefit of a perfect Righteouſneſs, unto 


and upau him, which he bad not before Belie- 
ving; and not becauſe Faith is that Rightecuſ- 
neſs. It is Chrift received by Faith, Criſt belie- 
ved on's He who owns that Faith preſenteth 
ChriſPs Obedience to God for Acceptance and 
Juſtification, muſt grant the whole, that it is 
Chriſt himſelf believed on who juſtifies. Our 


Saviour ſometimes uſech that Exprefſion, Thy Fuirh 


bath ſaved thee; thy Faith bath made thee whole , 
Mark 10. 52. Luke 9. 50. Who would now 
pute ſo much to Faith,. as to Derogare from 
Eurit: to whom, all the Praiſe of the Healing, 
Virtue, and of Healing it ſelf, was due. Vet. 
it cannot be deny'd that the Mercy and Benefit 
was conyey'd in a. W ay of Believing, and Was, 
not enjoy d before. 
Further, As it ig nüt Falth it ſelf, by it felf, 
which jaſtifies,, ſo. neitlier 3 is it Faith elbe, with 


any. other Goſpel-Works * Performances. Wit is. all 


ne in this matter 28 19. the Honour of "Chriſt 
e conacernd 


0 | (99 | 

cancern'd therein, whether Men ſay, it is Faith 
pregnant with good Works, and as the Principle 
of them all, (ſo that they are virtually inclu- 


ded) or whether they admit them as actually per- 


formed. And ſome are ſufficiently bold to aſſert, 
that Goſpel-Works in our Juſtification are not 
Deregatory from Grace, and that the Apoſtle 
never intended to exclude them: So that Conver- 
ſion it ſelf, and the good Works following 
thereupon, ſhall' juſtiſie a Man: For Faith (they 
ſay) is the ſame with Regeneration and the new 
Creature; or, as ſome expreſs it, an Onzing oy, 
and Conſent unto, I know net what, Baptiſmal 
Vom; the very fame with Chriſtianity. But I 
have this againſt it, that hereby the Covenant. of 
” Grace is transform d and turn d into a Covenant of 
Works. Nor will the plauſible Name of a Geſpel- 
| Law, and Gofpel-Works ſalve the Buſineſs. | it is 
a Law ftill, and they are Works ſtill, it is a new 
Covenant of Works, and therefore rot of Grace, 
Rom. 11. 6. Which Doctrine, that you may 
ſee it to be altogether Popiſh, and the ſame which 
was oppoſed in the firſt Reformation by our Pro- 
teſtant Divines, | ſhall lay before the Reader 
ſome Paſſages: of a Diſconrſe of Dr. Barnes upon 
this Head, LOnly Faith juſtifies before God. * But 
< peradventure, (ſaich he) here will be ſaid, that 
© Paul condemneth the Works of the Old Lam, 


© but not the Works of che New Lam. Are you 


now -ſatisfy'd in your Con ſcience? Think you 
that you have well aſſailed St. Paul's Argument? 


Think you that you ſhall be thus diſcharged before 


x a 


_ © God? If you do, then go boldly.inro the {traltJudg- 
ment of God with t 


, © 


Dr. Barnes Wasn NMartyt in che; Reign! of King u, 8, 
This Diſeourie is haund up with the. Works of Tindal and 
Frith, See p. 228, 229. Fol. .+ .* gots 
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not, but there you ſhall find St. Paal as ſtifly, 
* and as ſtrongly againſt you, and your New. 
Works, as ever he was againſt the Jews, and 
their Old Works ——- What Works can you 
do or deviſe, that be good, which be not in 
the Old Law ? Ergo, he ſpeaks of all manner 
of Works, for the Law includes Al, Works 
that ever God inſtituted. The higheſt and beſt— 
of all Works, be the Works of the Ten Com- 
mazdments : *X And theſe be the Works of the 
Old Law, and cannot juſtifie, after your, own 
Saying, [meaning the Papiſts.] Now what Works 
have you of the New Law, other than theſe ?_ 
or better than theſe ? — But now grant that 
there be certain Works of the New Law, which 
be not of the Old; yet you cannot prove that 
theſe ſhall juſtie. For there can be no more 
Goodneſs in [any] Works, than were in 
Works of the Old Law; for they were to God's 
Honour, and to the Profit of our Neighbour. 
What Goodneſs can Works have more? And 
yet you grant that they cannot juſtifie: How then 
ſhall your New Works juſtific ? Bleſſed St. Paul 
diſputes . againſt them that were + Chriſten'd, 
and had both Works of the Old Law, and alſo. 
of the New; and yet concludeth he, that Chriſt, 
alone was their Juſtifier. Mark his Argument, 
If Righteouſneſs cometh of the Law, then is Chriſt dead 
in vain. As he would ſay, If the Law help to ju- 
ſtiſie (for that was the Opinion of the Jews) then 
is not Chriſt alone your Juſtifier. If He he not your 
Juſtifier alone, chen is he Dead in vain— For: 
be will have no Helper. Now will L take this. 
Argument af St. Paul, and likewiſe diſpute againſt 
your New Works. If New Works do help to 
juſtify, then is Chriſt dead in vain, &c. Where- 
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© fore no Manner of Works, whether they be in Faltin 
or out of Faith, can help to juſtify. Neyerthe- . 
© leſs, Works have their Glory and Reward; but 


the Glory and Praiſe of Juſtification belongs to | 
Chriſt only. He diſputes alſo from Rom. 4. 4. and 3 

with many other Arguments ſhews that Works 4 | 

have no Hand at all in Juſtifying 3 but Faith 1 

alone in Oppoſition to them all. It is true, Faith | 
; 


is the Principte of all Obedience, but none of 
that Obedience is in the leaſt intereſted in our 


Juſtification. 1935 e | 


I, Faith juſtifies only as a Means of Receiving 
the Lord Feſus Chrift, and his Righteouſneſs ; it is | 
ſpoken of Faith  meerly in Relation td is Object. If | 
this:can be made good, then all the Diſputes 
that Men raiſe about the /-7redients, and Acts, of 
Juſtifying Faith, are render d uſeleſs at once. It 

Faith jultifie as our Goſpel-Rightecuſneſs, then in- 
deed there is no doubt bat * Aſent, and Conſent, | 
Knowledge. Choice, Afiance and Obedience, (with {4 

14 
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perhaps Twenty Things more) are included in it. 
But if Chriſt be our Righteouſneſs in very Deed, 
(which I hope is proved) then Faith can juſtiſie 
only as an Inſtrument; and its Act is Receiving; j1 
and Traſting in that Righteonſheſs of Chriſt?” So | 
that the meaning of Juſtification by * Believing, 
is only this, (1.) That no Uabeliever is Per- 
os 4 ſonally juſtify d. (2.) That a Soul is juſtify'd Per- 
b ſonally, not by Chriſt. abſolutely, bot by Chriſt 
+ Appired. (3.) That the Spirit appliech Chriſt in 
the Work of Faith, and Faith is that whereby 
Souls do Receive Chriſt, and his Righreouſaels, | 
Juobn 1. 12. Col. 2. 6. And when it has this 
Ule, it is that whereon God will paſs à legal 
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Act of - Jaſtifying, add according to Revealed 
Rules in the Word, account a Man Righteous as 
cloathed with that Righteouſneſs which it receives. 
For it is the Nature of Faith to give away all 
the Glory from the Creature to the Son of God. 
A little further to explain this Matter. If you 
take the Latitude of Chriſt's Work and Office 
as Saviour, He hath other Offices beſides his 
Prieſtly, and other Work beſides the bringing in 
Righteouſneſs; yet it is not the Diſcharge of his 
Prophetical; or Kingly Office, that juſtifies, but his 
Performances as our great High-Prieſt. (Nothing 
detracting from bis other Offices.) So now, Faith 
has other Acts, and works other ways, beſides deal - 
ing with Chriſt in his Prieſtly Office, by Receiving 
and Truſting; yet it is no where elle that it ſeeks 
Juſtification, nor any other way that it juſtifies ; 


nor doth this detract from its Uſefulneſs in other 


Mien may alſo diſpute, that theſe; and thoſe things 
are necelfary as Preparations to all Acts of ſaving 
Faith; and doubtleſs Hearing the Word is fo, and 
the Spirit's Working thereby: They may alſo ſpeak 
of ſuch, and ſuch Acts of Faith, as neceſſary to an 
Att of Truſt and Affiance: But after all, It may be 
not many will deny, that God may make a ſaving 

Turn in the Heart of a Sianer under one Sermon, or 
by ſomeone Expreſſion thereof. That he hath done 
ſo, I can prove; and that he often does ſo, I no 
way doubt. Alſo that Truſting in Chriſt is as early 
an Act of ſaving Faith as any other, 1 am perſmaded. 
The contrary Opinion ove: turns the Order given by 
Chriſt, John 16. 8, 9, 10. Con viction of Righteouf- 
neſs, which reſpects the Prieſthood of Chriſt, goes 
before Conv.ction of Judgment, Which reſpects his 
_  Ningly Office. Righteokjneſs [O the thing that ſuits a 
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Cine. 35, Ci” : e . 
ns | guilty 


n 
| guilty perplexed Sinner. And Victory over Sin 
| and Satan, which is meant by [Judgment] is a ſweet 
" and ſuitable Diſcovery, wben the Soul hath ſpy'd the 
Way of Juſtification ; for this is the next Thing the 
Heart is -concern'd about. Thus naturally daes a 
Saving Truſt in Chriſt work unto Holineſs. Alſo 
that a Saving Conviction of a loſt and miſerable 
Sdate, is neceſſarily contain'd in the Work of Faith, 
and doth precede all Acts of Believing (or elſe that 
a Soul would not come to Chriſt) is to me very clear. 
But they who make Faith and Inherent Holineſs to 
be a Goſpelꝭ juſtifyiang Rigbteouſneſs, either. have 
not ſeen in a ſaving Manner, their altogether loſt 
and miſerable State in themſelves, (as having nei- 
ther Righteouſneſs nor Strength) and their abſolute 
Neceſſity of Chriſt and his Righteouſneſs alone, or 
elſe the inward Experience and Practice of their 
Souls, 45 contrary to their avowed Opinions; which 
latter, Charity inclines me to hope. | 
| But I ſay, if ir be agreed in what Capacity Faith 
juſtifies, whether as our Goſpel-Righteouſneſs or no, 
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the Diſpute about what Act of Faith it is that ju- 
ſtiſies, will fall of it ſelf. Bat that Faith is not our | 
* Goſpel-Righreouſneſs, and conſequently that it is. on- 
ly Keceptiue of a Righteouſneſs by God's Appoint- 
ment for Juſtification, I give theſe Reaſons. | 
1. What elſe can be the plain Meaning of ſuch" 
Expreſſions, without putting them upon the Rack 
of Tropes and Figures, of Chriſt's bringing in an E-. 
verlaſting Righteouſneſa, being the Lord our Righteouſ= . 
eſs, and by his Obedience ſhall many be conſtituted —_— 
Ir. Clark P. 64. maintains that Faith is our GoſpelRgh- {1 
; teu nels, whoſe Arguments I here inte? d an Anſwer to, by | 
1 turning chem upon nimlelf, Compare this Anfwer with his 
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f Righteogs, but that He himſelf is our whole and en- 


tire Righteouſneſs? that as the Law requires, ſo 


the Goſpel eæhibits a Perfect Obedience: Wherefore 
Faith is only a Receiver in this Matter. 


2. Becauſe the Apoſtle frequently oppoſes Faith, and 


| Works of the Law in this Caſe. AS Gal. 3.14, 12. 


Rom. 3.27 For certain it is that Faith as a Work 
is required in the Law, Aa. 23. 23. and it is op- 


poſed to the E only in the matter of Juſtifying, 


only as to Truſting in Auother*sObedience.. - The 
Law faith, Do this and live; but the Goſpel faith, 


N Seek Righteouſneſs wholly in Anotherby Believing. This 


| is a Way indeed which the Law knew nothing of. 


3. Becauſe it is 50 only called the Riphreonſneſs | 


of Faith; Rom. 4. 11: But Righteouſneſs ReveaPd 


to Faith, Rom. 1. = "which therefore could not be 
Faith it ſelf; and Righteouſneſs BY Faith, UNTO 
all, and UPON all that believe, Chap. 3. 22. that 


is by Faith ſought after, ſeen and received, Feb. 11. 
7.6. 2:16; 17. . 28.18. 


; 1 Becauſe there is no New Law, No Rule of Righ- | 
reouſneſs whatſoever, "requiring only ſincere Believing 
and Obeying, and not Perfe&t Doing. Therefore Faith 


cannot be a Goſpel-Righteouſneſs, for that it bears 
Conformity to no ſuch Rule. Obedience was to be 
performed to the Law for Juſtification ;" for that 
was, and cannot ceaſe ro be the Rule and Standard 
of all juſtifying Righteouſneſs: Now nothing is doge 
in the Goſpel to Debyſe, but to honour and mag- 
nify the Law, neither doth the Goſpel come Com- 
manding, and calling for a Righteouſneſs for Juſtifi- 


cation, "bur Oy 2 a Righteouſneſs ready wrought 


ont, Rem. 1. 16. 17: and F. 17. If it requires a 
Nigbteccf ef: to be wrought by vs, I would fain 
Know, how it comes Reve:; ling A Righteouſneſs, and 


that to Rt, which it would nor do, but to Natural 
»Conſeiente, if it were the N of Works? 
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Cr 


F. This Trethiercerding .clear from the Aale 
Diſcourſe in Rom. 10. fröm ver. 3. d. the 10th He 
charges dt on the ems uas their great Sm, that hi 
did non ſubmit to Gods Ng lreouſneſas but tent about xo 
eſtabliſh. their ommz dt is a Thing Men may go «bout 
to do, byt canmnnver bring about. Any Thing that 
is a A $ownds oppoſite to this Righttonſneſs of G 
For (ſaith ht) Chriſꝭ is the Endof the lam the Pirfecbing 
End thereof as ab haw, the Abvliſning End, as it ]πͥ 
a Cimenant, fo Rig htahuſveſs ꝶ or unto Righteouſneſs, 
the hringing in e Righteouſneſs, which is the flu 
of his Obedience 3 Lo every ene that Hrliemes; for 
ſodito is received, and: that is God's Way of ma. 
ing it ov r. And heredn it is that He gives that 
Deſutiption of the Righteouſneſs: off tile Law and 
of 'Fawh, which, follows z, wherein he fhews; it A8 
Nat by aſtending nor deſcending, by fulfiliog' the Law 
and ſatisfying : Juſtice — EUN but By Believing 
in What: Another: has done. For with the Heart 
dem balirwes unto Righteoriſneſs, unto the Enjoymem 
and F gſſeſſon thereof. e. 1 t 
22176. Betauſe there is but one Rule of rene 
and ſo but one Sort ef >Rignttouſneſs \beforevhe Trihus 
nel n and that is the Righteouſneſs of hit LAV. 
Butagg his is performed either by eur ſelues, or bh 
Aut her fan ht; ſo it is with Reſpect to us, ànd ch. 
Manner of its belng ours, diſtinguilhed into Legal 
afid Evangelical," the Righteouſrieſs of the Law; and the 
Righteouſneſs: of Faith; betauſe the one is by Pero. 
nal. gerformances, the other by Chriſt's fulfiting 
the Law for us, which is made overꝰ to- us 
Tah therein. Now theſe are two vaſtiy differe 
Ways of being Righteous, the one known in the 


* Of all Texts in the Bible, Mr. Clark choſe the w rng ine 


u hen he would prove his Opinion by this, 4 8 
T us Jixeuoriny, 9 7 185 
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Lies the other rereakd in the Gospel. Mbeſe 53 
hs ſhall andert and. theſe Things J ALOHA 1 oC 

So that weigre eee either Dang, a8 
! in innorency; chis is E r be 
more or leſt for that makes but a gradual Diffe- 
xence: Or, elſe Righteous by «Beliewing,” vin in 
Chriſt's Righteouſneſs which is upon ui thereby, 
aud whereon we Rely by Fuith, 92440 bd abr a- 
counted Righteovs ; this is Evangelical. |- 9130127 K 

- Bring //Ghilift'/ then, and his Kigtteoafacſs to 
God inthe Arms of Faith, and thou! haſt: à great- 
er Treaſure) than when » Faith 4s:'pregnant; 0 
Fen Thouſand Good Works, For Cbriſl is to them 
that Believe * the greeres} Tredſure, and cheir own 
Works and Duies Dung in Compariſon of: im. 4 
Remember: that Word, Hab. 2. 4. See bis 
_ which is lifted up, EE in Hm Blue 
juſt ſhall live iy hie FA. 'Faith in -Chriſt 
i 28 2 \ Goſpel-Sincerity;'! and - where ithar in 
not, under a Sbew of Humility, bar Man's Soil 
is lifted op; prog of Lofhls own Alesia 5 he ſcorns 
to live upon Azother's 3 but: where ach s, Mahe 
; Soul is emptyed of Self, and abaſed. 

A cannqt \allow this to be only e vor 
nice Speculation, * which has no influenci upon the 
Practice, one Way or other, vit. Wherher u Afar 
holds Faith to be the Matter of bis Righteouſneſs and 
. Ib ification, or only the Way and Means or tho like. 
For the former i clearly for Faith to ſet up as 
— at leaſt wich Jeſus Chriſt, and over- 
bros the true Nature of Faith, and the ud of 
Works. I marvel; :after this Aathor- had 
iſputed io much, he — come off fo — 
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m Mr. Clark afſerteth. 


9 "RD 
It ſeems to me, he hardly durſt venture his own. 
Soul, on the Fondation he bad laid for others. 
Ic is a vaſtly different Thing for Faith to lay hold 
on Feſus Chriſt;; {dd preſent; Him to che Father, as 
our alone Righteouſneſs, before that dreadful Tri- 
in bunal; and for it to come, and preſent 27 ſelf as a 
= Righteouſteſs before the Fhrone, together with 
the good Works that flow from it. Vet this is 
the very Caſe: And if chis is not Practical, there 
is nothidg in bis World, or with Reſpect to ance 
n i ns gd offs 6314 
From all that. bas been ſaid, it is clear, that Faith 
can by nd" Means be any Meritorious Cauſe of our Ju. 
fification, The Papiſts aſcribe ſomething of Merit 
to Faith and good Works. Moſt Proteſtants dif- 
own the Name; but thoſe who are for Fœderal Con- 
ditions ſeem to me to retain the Thing. in the 
Covenant of Works; there could be no other Merit, 
than what was ſo by Virtue of Promiſc* made to 
the Performance of Duty. This may not be admit- 
ted in the Covenant of Grace. Some tell us the A- 
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„ e CONCLUSION: ii 
TH E Way of Gee ole by Chriſt's Dim, the 
1 Law, aud bearing the Curſe thereof in our Stead, 
not Sy magnihes the Grace and Love of God:; bur 
alſo his Faithfulneſi and Juſtiec in his Law. An 
Abatement of: what was ſtrictly due, which the 
Doctrine of the New Lam Lam aſſerts, thoꝰ ĩt may ſeem 
to have much of Grace in it; jet it is diſnonoura- 
yo to the Law, and the 7 ruth and Juſtice off God 
therein. Further, the:Nece y,at leaſt the Certain- 
of Sancti fication and ' Holineſs, is more eſſectually 
Ned in this Way of Chriſt's. Obedience in our 
Stead; than in the other Way: Becauſe here it is 
made the ſute Purchaſe of Jeſus Chriſt, anduthere- 
fore eventually muſt needs be the ;Effe& thereof, 
Tit. 2. 14. Moreover the Grace of God in the Gol 
pel teaches Believers 2 deny Vngoadlineſe, &c. ver. 
17, 2. Nor is that Grace: Na agen where it 
is Otherwiſe. fo wg ow el bos 
md 2310 W ow nt go x: 3 W e, 


Vork ef Rerew ron and ok PR of the Holy 


Ghoſt i of -ubſolure Neceſſity to all;who'ſhall he ſaued. 
Nor is any Thing intended contrary hereto, when 
vs contend for the Imputation of Chriſt's Righte- 
ouſneſs; and) Juſtification thereby. Such a Work 
of the Spirit is, 1 ſay, neceſſary, not unto Fuſtificari- 
on; for Juſtification includes our Title unto Heaven: 
But. heceſſary unto the Poſſ ſſon of the Heavenly In- 
cheritance. Itãs no Part of our Right or Title thereto, 
hot per tains · co ur A ett neſa and. Firneſs, for the En- 


joyment thereof. do l nemnuot i perſwade my ſelf. that 


God ſhould givertivayen and\Qlory: upon our Eal- 

Þ37 the Gonditiong-be it What it will, Deut. 9. 
watch ave the 1 n firit, is all = 
Le: fora 1 br 2 ever. 
Some- 
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joyment in a Way of Preparation for the Holineſs 


(101) 
something further may be required unto che Ex- 


of that High and Holy Place, for the immediate 
Enjoyment of the Holy, Holy, Holy Lord God. 
Holy Communion, holy Work and Employment, 
are altogether diſagreable to Unholy: Unſanctified 


Ones; nor are they capable. of it. It is true Be- 


lievers are but in Part ſanctified; but they groan to 
be freed from Sin and made perfectly Holy. _ - 
Further, Sanctification is to the Soul the Paſſive 
Evidence of his Title to Heaven; the Spirit himſelf 
is the Aive Evidence thereof: So that they wha. 
have no Meetneſs for the Inheritance will be found at 
laſt to have no Title to it. There are ſome who ſpeak 
of being Juſtifyd by Faith from a Charge of Infideli- 
:y, by Repentance, from a Charge of Inpenitency; by 


incerity, from a Charge of Hypocriſy:: The Sum is, 


at this Rate, we are juſtify d by Sanctification, from 
a- Charge of being unſanctify'd, and by every Work: 
and Duiy, from à Charge of | Non-performances 


_ Surely, this is very uncouth Doctrine among Pro- 


teſtants: For it propoſes unto us Juſtification» to 
be obtain d in a Way of Pleading what is in us, in 


Anſwer to a falſe Charge brought in 1 know not 


by whom. A falſe Charge it is in the Main, as 
to every Believer : And if in ſome Things it is not 
ſo, his Juſtification is by fleeing for Refuge to ſeſus 
Chriſt. Let us remember how the 2 off 
with his Pleading; he pleaded Performance againſt 
a Charge (perhaps) of Non - Performance. The Pub- 
lican had nothing to Plead but Mercy, and went 


home juſtify d, the other unjuſtify'd's AndTo will 


every one ſucceed: that takes the ſame Courſe. Go 
pel-Fuſtificarton is · not hy Pleading what IV have 
done, to ſhuffle off a Charge; but by)ownirg. the 
Charge of the Lam, and fleeing to the Obedience. 
t Cri; Moreover, Ty account 4 Man a Believ- 
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| (tes) 
er, or Penitent, or Sincere, who is ſo, this is not 
Framus Imputation; but what is de, and what 
the Nature of the Thing requires: Nor does it 
more belong co Juſtification, than ſor God to ac- 
count a Saint in Glory a perfect Saint. For Ju- 
ſtification is God's Acceptance of an Ungodly Sinner, 
as Righteous in his Son, Rom. 4. 77. 
I would hope the Meaning of ſome may only be, 
that Sanfification alſo is neceſſary unte Salvation; 
chat we muſt be made Holy, or ſhall not be eter- 
nally-bappy. But I wiſh they ſpake more of it as 
a Work of the Spirit of God ; and not as a Perfor- 
mance of Ours, having the Nature of a pleadable 
Condition. It is true, a Soul that is renewed by. 
the Spirit of God, is thereby enabled to live pon 
Chriſt, and ſo to Live co Him; and this is the In- 
fallible Effect of what Chriſt hath done for us. 
Some there have been, and thoſe (I confeſs) ſound 
Divines who have uſed the Terms of Commands, 
| Threatnings and Puni ſuments of the Goſpel + But that 
they did not mean thereby to introduce any New 
Law, or eſtabliſh another Righteouſneſs than that of 
Chrift, is clear from that of Dr. Omen, who ſome- 
times uſed theſe Terms, That Duty] which 
( ſaich he) in Reſpe& of Motives unto it, the Ends. 
© of it, with the eſpecial Cauſes of its Acceptance 
© with God, is Evangeliral; in Reſpect of its Ori- 
© ginal Preſcription, Rule and Meafure, is Legal. 
© When any can inſtance in any Ad or Duty, in 
any Habit or Effect of it, which are not required 
by that Lam which enjoyns us to love the Lord 
© and our Neighbour as our ſelves, they ſhall be 
© arrended to. Omen of Juſtification. F. 534e There» 
fore altho Chriſtians onght' not to fall out meerly 
about the Uſe of Names and Terms where there 
vb Soundneſs of Judgment 3) yet where it is _— NF 
ee 5 | ne, 


nite; and a New Pr and: Toſtifeats 5 as 


- of bis. People, sf there is Siucerity 
t.) The Services of e done in Faith are 


Adem 
ſpett -firſt £0: Abel, then to his Offering, Gen. 4. 4. 


may be 
ph Righteouſneſs in Vs, yet he finds this id 
Chriſt, elſe he could not dear with our Weak⸗ 


neſſes, and none could be ſaved. 


N —_— the Difference is not about Words. 
be much impoſed upon by Tuch a 


Pt pl Re ple may of Arguing, Does not God accept of 


Performances and Services of his People, ths" there 


is. much ele and Imper fettion in them ? Should | 


God upon Porfellton, how ſad would. it be for 
ws? ld be ſaved, for who comes up to this f 
i not he overlook the eakneſſes and Imper felt ions 


of Heart? Anſww:; 


Accepted, but are not the Ground of the Accep- 
tation of the Perſen, but follow it. They are 4 
Object of Acceptance, but not the Cauſe why the 


Perſon is accepted. They are Accepted, but not 
to the End of Juſtification, nor doth Juſtification 


conſiſt therein z but is freely by Grace, thro? the Re- 
tion of Chriſt * 45 Rom. 3. 24. Godhad Re- 


See Mal. 3. 3, 4. (2) Our Services are-accepted 


in Feſus Chrift as wel as our Perſons. l ſay, both 


our Perſons and Perf 5 or niuſt be wrapp'd 
fect Righteouſneſs, that they 


about in his moſt Per 
And tho God does not find # 


Laſtly Did theſe New Methodiſts own, Ci.) That 


_ Chriſt * ſffer'd under the ſame Law which we 


were under, as properly beariag the Curſe there- 
ot, and not only under a Mediatorial Law to pro- 
.cure a New-one for ns. to obey for. Juſtification. 


(2.) Did they own that Crit 's Obedience, nor 
our own Faith and Goſpel-Works, cakes the Place 


of what we were to have done under the Cove- 


nant of Works, which requit d Perte& Ohedi- 


ence: And that his Obedience is the 42arter aud 


"] 
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tot 6aly the Mpix Cauſe of our g uſtificativn; 
evei'tho?(they aſcribꝰd not. a diſtin& Efficacy. to 
the Ach ve Obedience, but gave to the Paſſive. what 
ve give to hoth; there were more; deaſon to: 
with them, than at Preſent; there is; and their 
Scheme were much better thari at preſent: it ſtaads. 
O that God by his Spirit might enligbten them thus 
far to amend it! For the Path of the Fiſt, 5s as 
#he. ſhining. Light that ſhineth more and more: to, the 
Perfect 4 Prov. 4. 18. But when, according to 
their preſent Scheme, they bring the Obedience of 
Chriſt. to ſo narrow a Compaſs as that of his Suf- 
Ferings. aud Death, and that alſo to a ſomewhat; in- 
ſtead of the ane or the very Curſe ot the L aw 
for Sin, aud then allow it go other, V/ in Juſtify» 
ing, than to procure that our Impenfeth,, Obedience 
and good Works ſhould. juſtify. us: This is to cob 
the Son of God of almoſt all his Glory both as to 


the Obedience Leco by Him, and the U 
thereof s 0 e e e e e dh bo 
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Pac vii. | 44 r. Women, p. 12. Late Nr. * 

23. r. than. p. 38. J. 14. dele #4. nel 

r. it l. is. r. anjwers © p. 42. Il. 26. r. abitſing. p. 44. 

Mar. r. Pr. Omis, ibid. p. 45. I. 3 dele , J. 10. for I 


r. And. p 45. . 9. r. . I. 25. after ba, 1. 1 
"muſt obex it for Himſelf. . p- 47. J. 1. r. Ameſii. 


N x. 5. p. 54. l. 11. r. if be. bad. p. 58. J. 30. 2 
penzlly.. p. 59. l. 14. r. diſtinguiſhing. p. 69. I. 32. for 
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